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What Is 
the Alternative? 
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ogee me cloaabb acts 


While in Berlin’s Friedrichstrasse American and Soviet tanks were omi- 
nously confronting each other, Deputy Secretary of Defense Roswell L. Gil- 
patric’s talks in Bonn brought forth a rush of American-German communi- 
ques clearly intended to heighten the prevailing international tension. First 
it was announced that the West German Government would contribute 
$600,000,000 toward alleviating the United States international balance-of- 
payments problem. Then Mr. Gilpatric and West Germany’s Defense Minister, 
Franz Josef Strauss, announced that between their two governments “there 
was, as in the past, complete agreement with respect to the equipping of the 
Bundeswehr.” Official sources immediately interpreted this accord as a reas- 
surance that the U.S. Government would proceed to deliver to the West Ger- 
mans rockets capable of carrying nuclear warheads. Simultaneously, Mr. 
Gilpatric assured Herr Strauss “that the United States was not considering 
military disengagement in Central Europe in its plans for a settlement of the 
Berlin and German problems.” (N.Y. Times, Oct. 25.) 

While Secretary of State Dean Rusk was quick to confirm American op- 
position to military disengagement in Central Europe, and while Germany was 
launching her first post-war U-boat, additional information was made avail- 
able about Mr. Gilpatric’s “successes” during his visit to West Germany. It 
turns out that the $600,000,000 the Bonn Government agreed to “contribute” 


to help the United States overcome her bal- 
ance-of-payments problem, was not at all in- 
tended to be a contribution but a bargain 
purchase of American arms and depots in 
Europe. 

While American diplomats are doing their 
utmost to maintain the obvious fiction that 
the Soviet position on Berlin is so “‘hard’’ that 
it cannot be seriously negotiated, they are 
also working to turn the Berlin issue into a 
truly unnegotiable one. 

If Washington is determined to continue 
building German militarism and chauvinism 
into a decisive European power factor, then it 
becomes secondary what technical concessions 
we may or may not be willing to make in 
Berlin itself. 

No single circumstance contributes to the 
perpetuation of the cold war as does American 
determination to restore in Germany virtually 
all and everything of the Hitler era except its 
challenge to the West. The results of the 
recently held national elections in West Ger- 
many are another stage in the renewed 
Hitlerization of Germany. They have brought 
into prominence and influence Dr. Erich Mende 
and his Free Democratic Party, thereby quite 
openly bringing into West German governmen- 
tal circles the spokesmen of the neo-Nazi ele- 
ments. Washington congratulates itself on 
this phenomenon and misrepresents it as a 
democratic process; this expedient, however, 
does not alter the true nature of the ever more 
articulate chauvinistic trends in West Germany. 

However repugnant are the Soviet tests of 
huge nuclear bombs, the Government of the 
U.S.S.R. is pursuing one fundamental policy 
on which it has the unequivocal support of 





responsible international opinion, for political 
as well as for moral reasons: opposition to 
German rearmament. This is one respect in 
which, whatever one’s ideological commit- 
ments and national loyalties, one must pray 
for the success not of the American but of 
the Soviet policy. The modified version of 
Hitlerism which is being fostered by American 
policy is hardly more acceptable to mankind 
than its original version. Hitlerism is not 
made acceptable directing its _bellicosity, 
chauvinism and recklessness against Ameri- 
ca’s adversaries only. 

In his correspondence with President 
Kennedy and in the talks with Mr. Gilpatric 
Adenauer has achieved virtually all he could 
conceivably wish. His Bundeswehr is receiv- 
ing a large arms boost: from America; - and 
military disengagement in Central Europe has 
once more been denounced as a_ possible 
American objective. Against. the background 
of these ‘‘achievements,” Adenauer’s visit to 
Washington will not accommodate serious 
negotiations; these have already been ‘“‘suc- 
cessfully” concluded. The visit will rather be 
a symbolic expression of the Adenauer-like 
results of the Bonn negotiations. Adenauer 
will find in Kennedy an obedient student and 
follower, who has already completed the major 
part of his assignment. 

ok a a 

President Kennedy seems to be more eager 
to learn from Adenauer than Adenauer is to 
teach him. He takes no chances with respect 
to Berlin’s capacity to keep the world in a 
turmoil. The developments in Berlin do not 


(Continued on page 16) 





Nkrumah and Jagan Investigated 


AID or BRIBE? 


The various forms of foreign aid, traditionally de- 
picted by American Administrations as exercises in inter- 
national altruism, are used by the Kennedy Administration 
ever more candidly as international political bribes. The 
reconsideration of promised American financing of the 
Volta river project in Ghana provides a dramatic case 
in point. 

That the World Bank has found the Volta Project 
worthy of its support exposes 
the fallacy of the Administra- 
tion’s contention that American 
reconsideration is of a technical 
nature. Without technical and 
economic feasibility, the project 
could never have survived the 
close scrutiny of the World Bank 
experts. 

The actual motives pose no 
puzzle in view of President Ken- 
nedy’s open avowals about the 
political qualifications required 
of aid and loan recipients. Nor 
is it a coincidence that the Amer- 
ican hesitation followed deep 
U.S. dissatisfaction with Ghana’s 
role at the Belgrade conference 
of the uncommitted nations and 
President Nkrumah’s visit to 
Moscow. 

These links are all too obvious 
to escape the Ghanaians or any 
other Afro-Asian nation. Their 
views on the matter will not be 
molded by the American press; 
they do not blind themselves 
with our Paper-and-Air-Wave 
Curtain. 

While the chief officers of the 
Kennedy Administration have 
not been drawn from the circles 








tion take no ally’s word for Dr. 
Jagan’s reliability. 

With all the attempted politi- 
cal blackmail it is still possible 
that in the end aid will be forth- 
coming to Ghana and to British 
Guiana. We devoutly hope that 
this will be the case. Let us also 
hope that U.S. officials will dis- 
play more sense during the 
forthcoming Washington visit by 
Prime Minister Nehru than they 
did toward Dr. Nkrumah and 
Dr. Jagan. 

The U.S. Government in con- 
sidering these issues should dis- 
play an appreciation of the pos- 
sible far-reaching consequences. 
Its “self-fulfilled prophecy” in 
Cuba should serve as a memen- 
to that it is within its own dis- 
cretion to nurse international 
friendship or to alienate ever 
more nations. In cases like these 
two at hand, neither friendship 
nor alienation is possible un- 
less we earn it. 


Oct. 29, 1961 
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of McCarthy sympathizers, they PUBLICATION 
have displayed the ingenuity of gubliched by 
internationalizing that intoler- THE MINORITY OF ONE, INC. 
ance whose domestic version 77 Pennington Ave. 
they found so abhorrent. Indeed, P. O. Box 544 
Ghana finds herself under just Passaic, N. J. 
that kind of political investiga- 2 
tion which made the late Senator eemiaeiorenrige 
from Wisconsin infamous : oo. Sa 
: : , United States ........ $5.00 $9.00 
Ghana is not the only “wit- | canada... $525 $9.50 
ness” before the Kennedy in- : spt 
Other f ub: t 
quisitors. Prime Minister Cheddi phere a 


B. Jagan of British Guiana is 
another “witness.” That Dr. 
Jagan was elected to office un- 
der the auspices of the British, 
who eight years ago did not 
hesitate to jail him, does not 
seem to be a good enough testi- 
monial for the Kennedy Admin- 
istration. Just as McCarthy never 
relied on anyone’s security clear- 
ance, so does the Administra- 
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To Set the Record Straight 


By Ernest B. Zeisler 
The American press’ disrespect for fact was amply illustrate, 
on September 18th. Many newspapers carried an Associated Pres; 
dispatch said to come from Ndola, and reporting the arrival by 
plane of Dag Hammarskjold, his meeting with Tschombe, their ride 
thirty miles northwest of Kwila, and their discussions there. The 
names of others were mentioned who supposedly also attended the 














































































































































































meeting. The truth is that no such landing, no such ride, and no aoa 
such talks ever took place as Dag Hammarskjold was already dead from Wi 
at the time. The Wall Street Journal excused the error the follow. i 
ing day by yet another falsehood, saying that the erroneous report One hoy 
must have been due to strict censorship. This excuse was Obviously @ oven te 
inconsistent with the great detail in which the meeting that never aaa t! 
took place was reported. The New York Times and other papers h 
(in the edition I saw) did not even mention that there had been an ee ied 
error. It appears that the Associated Press simply fabricated the § srecisel 
entire story, a practice much more frequent than the reader can seo 
= * * * they ms 
The West has its own version of the troika: Adenauer-de Gaulle. gen 
Kennedy. The veto prerogative is held by only two of the three H 
partners. Kennedy’s decisions seem to be invalid without the ap. Phila 
proval of the revanchist Adenauer and the megalomaniac de Gaulle. @ °2™P! 
ee protest 
On October 17th, the British Home Secretary Lord Home told Have | 
the House of Lords that “‘it is impossible to stand aside while the ‘S'S ° 
freedom of two and a half million people in Berlin is faced with  @v°lvé 
extinction.” How considerate of Lord Home! Wasn’t it, however, jg Suthe! 
the British Government that stood aside while six million Jews were  Vell’s 
faced not only with extinction of their freedom but with physical § Phia Pt 
annihilation by the Germans? And wasn’t it the British Govern. § Person 
ment which not only stood aside but actually forced back to their § city; ‘ 
death thousands who had managed to escape from Germany and § SP" NE 
were trying to reach Palestine? Mosco 
x * * ventiol 
It is ironic that the American Medical Association participated § 'SY™ 
in the First National Congress on Medical Quackery in Washing. § U-S-S- 
ton, D.C. The AMA Journal should rather be one of the subjects of §j tility 
the inquiry. Week after week, for years now, the Journal has car- § therv 
ried advertisements of drugs which are not only worthless but, in § ' the 
some instances, dangerous. This is not justified by the indubitable The 
fact that the same Journal has in the past exposed quackery on §@ seriou 
the part of others, nor that AMA did in years past rid us of cor- @ of the 
rupt diploma mills. protes 
5 * * Court 
It was gratifying to see that Konrad Adenauer lost five percent § vasior 
of the German votes; it was less gratifying that the five percent §@ numb 
went to the Nazis, who now polled over thirteen percent in addi- @ descr 
tion to having invaded other political parties. which 
* * »¢ readil 
Senator J. William Fullbright stated that the U.S. was not blame- @ Allen 
less in the international difficulties facing us. The next day Mar- @ order 
guerite Higgins, in her column, took Sen. Fulbright to task on the § speak 
grounds that what he had said would increase our difficulties in § were 
negotiations with the Soviets. Miss Higgins did not suggest that § passe 
what the Senator said was untrue. Her brand of morality (and not @ requi 
only hers) seeks to retain the discretion of disregarding the truth. § Fair 
= + woulc 
After Gen. Lucius Clay let fall his hint that there are in fact § was 
two Germanies and that West Germany must face this, it became § no v 
clear why it was he who had been sent to drop the hint. He had § Hum 
firmly established his reputation as_a pro-Nazi by his actions as § ment 
Military Governor. It was hé who, among others, pardoned the § time 
murderous Ilse Koch. His standing with the West Germans would, § grou 
therefore, tend to lighten the blow. It is, however, quite confusing § orde 
when one attempts to decide whether to believe his original state free 
ment or his subsequent denials of its meaning and significance. cum: 
% * * unifc 
Could it be that the Russians have resumed nuclear tests @ direc 
because our “‘biologist’”” Edward Teller and other scientists in the Sh 
employ of the U.S. Government have finally convinced them that 9 pec; 
nuclear explosions are not hazardous to health? am 
co * ca M 
In 1950, the West Germans denied having a “‘defense adviser.” Pike 





When they admitted it, they pledged not to have a “defense minis- 
try.”” When the “adviser” became “Defense Minister,” they pledged 
not to have an army. When they began an army, they pledged “no 
— uniforms and no generals.” Shortly thereafter they had 


Dr. Zeisler is Associate Clinical Professor of Preventive Medicine at the University 
of Illinois. 
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Police Power and the Right to Protest 
(The Philadelphia Story) 


As a presumably open society becomes in- 
creasingly subjected to social strain either 
from within or without, the avenue of protest 
shrinks to the dimensions of a perilous path. 
One hopes this danger is becoming apparent 
even to the Harvard one-upmen who have 
made the do-nothing years of Eisenhower ap- 
pear halcyon alongside the brinkmanship of 
the jaded New Frontier. At all events, it is 
precisely when the Biparty line fails that the 
avenues for alternative policies — even when 
they may involve radical reappraisals — must 
be widened, not narrowed. Quite the opposite 
has been happening. 


Philadelphia provides a most disturbing 
example of covert official repression of a 
protest. During the past eighteen months there 
have been approximately seven public pro- 
tests of various types in Philadelphia. They 
involved demonstrations: (1) in support of 
Southern lunchroom sit-ins; (2) against Rock- 
well’s Nazis who were picketing the Philadel- 
phia premier of Exodus; (3) against Polaris as 
personified in the visit of Adm. Radburn to the 
city; (4) against the Civil Defense alert last 
spring; (5) in support of the San Francisco- 
Moscow peace walkers; (6) against U.S. inter- 
vention in Cuba; and (7) in protest of the 
resumption of nuclear testing by both the 
U.S.S.R. and the U.S. In each case, the hos- 
tility of the local police — uniformed and 
otherwise — appeared to be inversely related 
to the level of political passivity.* 


The Cuba protest is a recent and most 
serious case in point. The Philadelphia branch 
of the Fair-Play-for-Cuba Committee staged a 
protest demonstration in front of the Federal 
Court building during the height of the in- 
vasion — on April 19th. The demonstrators, 
numbering about thirty-five, carried placards 
describing the real nature of the intervention, 
which was later made painfully clear to all 
reading the revelations about the CIA and 
Allen Dulles. The picket line was set up in an 
orderly fashion; the only people authorized to 
speak with the press and interested persons 
were the picket captains. These people also 
passed out leaflets. The proper procedure 
required by the city had been followed by the 
Fair Play Committee to insure that there 
would be no disorders of any sort. The line 
was set up so that pedestrian traffic would in 
no way be impaired. The Commission of 
Human Relations as well as the Police Depart- 
ment had been informed twice as to the exact 
time and place of the protest. In short, the 
group took every precaution — first, to insure 
order, and second, to see that the right of 
free expression prevailed. Under these cir- 
cumstances, it is indeed strange that the only 
uniformed officer on the scene was the one 
directing traffic. 

Shortly after the start of the protest, the line 
became subject to extreme and provocative 

Mr. Marker is a lecturer in economics at Rutgers State 
University. He is also the chairman of the Philadelphia 
Picketers Defense Committee. 

*In protest items 3, 4, 5, and 7 the groups participating 
ranged from the WILPF, FOR, and AFSC, to SANE and 
those whose policies and views are generally moderate. But it 
was with regard to items 1, 2, and 6 that there was some 
manifestation of police repression and/or hostility. 

** The Philadelphia white press was of no help in airing 
the facts in the disturbance. They printed not one word of 
the interviews with Fair Play or from statements of the de- 
fendants. The sole factual account appeared as a “‘letter to 


the editor” in the student newspaper of the University of 
Pennsylvania. 


By Gordon A. Marker 


heckling from a few bystanders. These people 
soon were jostling the picketers as they circled 
in front of the Federal Court Building. Not 
satisfied with this, the hecklers began to grab 
the signs away from the demonstrators. Still 
no uniformed policemen appeared to insure 
the right of free speech. . One picketer at- 
tempted to retrieve his sign as it was taken 
from him. He was then attacked physically 
by the hecklers. By this time the police had 
arrived — after the trouble had started. 


With the arrival of the police, it became 
clear some of the hecklers were actually plain- 
clothes policemen. They instructed the uni- 
formed policemen to arrest certain picketers. 
Thereafter, the police proceeded to drive their 
trucks and motorcycles along the sidewalk, 
clearing it of picketer and pedestrain alike. 


In all, four people were arrested: one was 
the young man who attempted to retrieve his 
sign; another who peaceably attempted to 
restrain those beating up a demonstrator; two 
others who were unconnected with any dis- 
order — they were simply picked up. The 
four picketers were charged with: (1) assault 
and battery; (2) inciting to riot; (3) resisting 
arrest; and (4) interfering with an arrest. 


Significantly, among those arrested were 
some who had previously protested the Rock- 
well Nazis and the lunchroom-segregation of 
the Woolworth chain. One of the defendants—a 
Negro — was the organizer of the Philadelphia 
Woolworth picketing several months before the 
NAACP got into the act. The selection process 
for the arrests seemed in large part to be 
based upon past manifestations of militance. 

The American Civil Liberties Union (Phila- 
delphia branch), in a letter to the Police Com- 
missioner, charged that “‘the disorders .. . 
and disruption of the picketing were the direct 
and predictable result of the failure of the 
police to afford protection.” With regard to 
the pattern of the arrests, the letter continued: 
“When uniformed policemen arrived, witnesses 
pointed out to them certain non-picketing civil- 
ians who had shoved, assaulted, and otherwise 
incited to violence; the police refused: to 
arrest these persons.” (My emphasis.) 


The police attitude in this instance is in 
sharp contrast to their behavior on the follow- 
ing Saturday at a pro-American Cuba-inter- 
vention, counter-revolution demonstration in 
front of City Hall. Here the city chose to 
provide all the courtesies of police protection; 
the right of free speech was unimpaired. 

In the police action in the case of the Fair 
Play demonstration, a principal aspect of the 
assault and battery charge is the accusation 
that a passerby was assaulted by one of the 
picketers. This pedestrain, in the complaint, 
gave as his residence a street address in 
New Orleans. He indicated that he was here 
on business and that he was staying at the 
YMCA. As the charges stand, the role of this 
“‘victim’’ of the ‘‘riot’’ is crucial: the general 
veracity of his statements are of paramount 
importance. 

There is no one bearing the complainant’s 
name at the New Orleans street address given 
in the police records. Nor is there any one of 
the same name at a similar number or street 
in New Orleans. Furthermore, the complain- 
ant checked into the YMCA after the alleged 
riot — at about 5:00 P.M. He checked out of 
the YMCA about midnight — a few hours after 
he had registered. This suggests the pro- 
vocateur, not the travelling salesman! 

In the months since the demonstration, the 
truth of American involvement in Cuba has 
become painfully clear. As the protest slogans 
declared we were financing the intervention; 
the CIA was trying to do in Cuba what it had 
successfully done in Guatemala. That the 
police took sides against the demonstrators 
suggests that the right of free speech and police 
protection extends only to those supporting 
American policy. This suggests that the Phila- 
delphia police force uses its power to decide 
what is “‘acceptable”’ and what is “‘unaccept- 
able”’ for the people of Philadelphia to hear.** 

In the meantime, those arrested are out on 
bail with the prospect of an expensive trial 
and, possibly, jail sentences. Such are the 
socially accepted ways of restricting the 
numbers of those seeking alternative solutions 
to the Biparty line. By such means, the Estab- 
lishment saps the strength and financial re- 
sources of serious dissent. 





Tyrannis 


Bring him in the torture room. 
Let him gaze on the instruments. 
Steel smelted in fire provided 


These most exquisite tools. 


Show him the bone-crusher. 
Let him touch the tendon-tweezer. 
These are the instruments of state, 


These are the ultimate of power. 
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Suprema 


Cajole him. Show him the sink-hole. 
Feed him on breast of pheasant. 
Throw him the driest crust moistened 


With only one drop of the foulest water. 


Bring him in the torture room 


To praise the instruments of state. 


Freely will he bow down to worship: 


They are the ultimate of power. 
W. Arthur Boggs 
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Life magazine devoted the cover and fourteen 
pages of its issue for 15 September 1961 to fall- 
out shelters. ‘Ninety-seven out of 100 Ameri- 
can people can be saved — you could be 
among the 97 percent to survive if you follow 
advice on these pages . . . How to build 
shelters.” 

This article does not tell the truth about 
fallout shelters and nuclear war. 

I first heard about the Life article by reading 
about it in the Hamburger Abendblatt, in 
Germany, on 12 September, just before I gave 
a public lecture about the need for a disarmed 
Germany and for general and complete dis- 
armament in the whole world, with inter- 
national controls and inspection. The article 
began with the statement that 97 percent of 
Americans could survive an atomic attack, if 
they prepare for it, and ended with the state- 
ment that President Kennedy in his foreword 
to the article recommended that all Americans 
read the article, and recognize that the possi- 
bility of nuclear war is one of the facts of life 
that we cannot ignore today. ‘ 

In my public address that evening I said 
that I was shocked by what I had read, be- 
cause it was so far from the truth. I said 
that a statement closer to the truth would be 
that 97 percent of the American people would 
be killed in a nuclear war, and that only three 
percent would survive, and that perhaps a 
simple error had been made, involving the 
transposition of these two figures — but, of 
course, I added that I knew that this was not 
the explanation, and that the true explanation 
is that the owners of Life magazine are en- 
gaged in a campaign to prepare the American 
people for a nuclear war, and that in the 
course of the campaign they are willing to 
misrepresent the facts in an extreme way. 

Now let us examine the Life article. The 
statement is made that “‘if a military-objective 
attack should come now to an unprepared 
nation, 45 million Americans — a fourth of the 
population — would die. Some would die in 
the blast. But the greatest danger to by far 
the greatest number would come from fallout, 
the deadly cloud of radioactive dust and debris 
which would blow across the land. . . . But 
if Americans took precautions against fallout 
the mortality could drop sharply. About five 
million people, less than three percent of the 
population, would die.” 

What is the basis for these statements? I 
have not been able to find an authoritative 
estimate that agrees with the figures. 

Many estimates about the effects of nuclear 
war, probably the most reliable available, 
were presented in hearings before the Special 
Subcommittee on Radiation of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Atomic Energy of the U. S. Congress 
in 1957 and again in 1959. The various esti- 
mates made by authorities such as scientists 
of the Rand Corporation and representatives 
of the Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization 
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agree reasonably well with one another. I 
shall base my discussion largely on a thorough 
study prepared by Hugh Everett III and 
George E. Pugh of the Weapons Systems 
Evaluation Division, Institute for Defense 
Analyses, which in turn was largely based on 
studies made by the Rand Corporation. The 
paper by Everett and Pugh, entitled ‘The Dis- 
tribution and Effects of Fallout in Large 
Nuclear-Weapon Campaigns’, was published 
in Operations Research, volume 7, number 2, 
March-April, 1959, and reprinted in the volume 
Biological and Environmental Effects of 
Nuclear War, Hearings of 22 to 26 June 1959 
before the Special Subcommittee on Radiation. 

The authors carried out a study of the con- 
sequences of radioactive fallout from a large 
nuclear attack, under various conditions, such 
as an attack on different parts of the United 
States with the number of bombs proportional 
to the population density in various regions, 
a uniform attack over the entire country, and 
an attack in which the number of bembs is 
proportional to the distribution of military 
airbases. 

The Life article does not say how big an 
attack is under discussion. If it is assumed 
that the so-called ‘‘military-objective attack”’ 
of Life is the same as the Everett-Pugh attack 
on military air bases, then 2,500 megatons 
would be enough to kill 25 percent of the 
American people, provided that they were un- 
prepared (constituting an untrained populace 
making use of shelters only to the extent that 
would correspond to their having received 
emergency instructions to remain under shelter 
after attack). 

Now we may consider the effect that this 
attack would have in case that ‘Americans 
took precautions against fallout’. This corre- 
sponds to the “‘prepared case’, discussed by 
Everett and Pugh, which represents the be- 
havior expected of a well-trained population 
given six months to build shelters on an 
emergency basis. The estimated number of 
deaths after 60 days for the prepared case in 
an attack with 2,500 megatons is 9 percent, 
and not 3 percent. Thus the estimate that I 
consider to be reliable is that 15 million 
Americans, and not five million, would die 
from an attack with 2,500 megatons on military 
targets even after fallout shelters had been 
built. Moreover, Everett and Pugh point out 
that total casualties at 60 days may be indica- 
tive of theultimate casualties, because such 
delayed effects as the disorganization of 
society, disruption of communications, ex- 
tinction of livestock, genetic damage, and the 
slow development of radiation poisoning from 
the ingestion of radioactive materials may 
significantly increase the ultimate toll. 

We may accordingly ask why Life magazine 
has presented to the many millions of Ameri- 
cans who read its pages in an uncritical way 
the highly erroneous and misleading estimate 






“The scheme consists mainly in 
inducing people to take refuge in 
their basements. The only advantage 
of this scheme, from the point of 
view of the Authorities, is that, if it 
is believed by the public to be useful, 
people will not expect the death 
which awaits them and will therefore 
not oppose the insensate policy of 
Governments.” 

—Bertrand Russell 


that if they build shelters only three perce 
of the American people would be killed in ay 
atomic attack that otherwise would cause 93 


































percent, 45 million, of them to die. I do not 
think that the answer is that there is a need 
to cause a business boom by encouraging the 
construction of millions of shelters (one esti 
mate of the amount of money needed for ; 
moderately satisfactory system of shelters, 
given in the 1959 Congressional Hearings, is 










































20 billion dollars). Instead, I believe that Life ) 


magazine is endeavoring to delude the Ameri- 
can people to such an extent that they wil 
accept the great immorality of a nuclear war 
and will oppose the effort of the American 
government to achieve peace and disarmament 
through international agreements. 

But the evil of the Life article is not just the 
difference between five million Americans and 
15 million Americans killed in a nuclear war, 
after shelters had been built. There is already 
a great misrepresentation in suggesting that 
the scale of the attack would be 2,500 megatons, 
and that the attack would be directed only 
against military objectives. 

First, is it reasonable that an attack against 
the United States would be directed only 
against military objectives? No — it is com- 
pletely unreasonable, and has not been seri- 
ously suggested by any authority. In the 
1957 Congressional hearings the principal dis- 
cussion was about a somewhat smaller attack, 
involving 1,446 megatons, again directed about 
equally against military targets and centers of 
population. The amount of damage that can be 
done to a nation increases so greatly if some 
of the bombs are exploded over cities that 
there is absolutely no justification for Life 
to restrict its discussion to an attack limited 
to military targets. The only reason for Life 
to have done so is to minimize the number of 
deaths that would result from the hypothetical 
attack. 

In the 1959 hearings it was pointed out by a 
representative of the Office of Civil and De 
fense Mobilization that a Russian attack with 
only 567 megatons, approximately one fifth of 
the attack discussed by Life, directed against 
71 metropolitan areas in the United States 
would kill 56 million people and injure 2 
million. (The numbers that I use related to a 
population of 180 million for the United States.) 
Moreover, 24 million would be killed on the 
first day. These victims are not the victims of 
fallout, who require a few days to die, but are 
instead the victims of blast and fire, who could 
not achieve significant protection through fall- 
out shelters. Thus with an attack only one fifth 
as large as that discussed by Life magazine, 
but directed against cities instead of against 
military objectives, 24 million people would be 
killed on the first day, and practically none 
of them could be saved even with a great 


system of fallout shelters. If half of the 2,500 
megatons of the attack assumed by Life were 
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be directed against cities instead of against 
jitary objectives, then the number of Ameri- 
ans killed on the first day, and for whom fall- 
shelters would have no value, would be 
40 million. 
Hence, even if the Russian attack were as 
nall as 2,500 megatons, we conclude that it is 
most certain that a quarter or a half of these 
mbs would be directed toward the population 
nters, and that at least 40 million Americans 
puld die, no matter how great and expensive 
system of fallout shelters had been con- 
ted, and no matter how well-trained the 
people had been. 
But is it justified to assume that the attack 
ould be one in which a total of 2,500 megatons 
bombs were exploded over the United 
lates, as seems to have been assumed by 
ife magazine? The answer is no. 
I have estimated that the United States has 
UN bout 100,000 megatons of bombs in its nuclear 
| ‘@usenal. This estimate is based on a simple 
do argument. We have 2,000 great bombers in 
 qur Strategic Air Command. On the average, 
each bomber can carry 40 megatons of bombs 
“to Russia. I think that it is highly unlikely 
that we do not have the supply of bombs for 
“Bihese bombers. We have been manufacturing 
'@ plutonium at a sufficient rate to constitute the 
triggers of 125,000 bombs, and we have stock- 
piled enough lithium deuteride and ordinary 
‘M@uranium metal to permit us to have con- 
structed a stockpile of bombs aggregating 
much more than 100,000 megatons. Two 
thousand bombers carrying 40 megatons each 
could carry 80,000 megatons. In addition, we 
have some thousands of rockets, with nuclear 
warheads ranging from one half megaton to 
possibly as much as five megatons each. The 
total megatonnage in rocket warheads and 
miscellaneous nuclear weapons may reach an 
additional 20,000 megatons, giving us the total 
complement of 100,000 megatons. 

I do not know how many nuclear bombs the 
US.S.R. has, but I surmise that the Russian 
stockpile is somewhat smaller than the Ameri- 
.ijcan stockpile. It may well be that the large 
Russian rockets are able to carry five mega- 
tons or possibly ten megatons apiece, and the 
recent action of the U.S.S.R. in resuming the 
testing of megaton bombs and in stating that it 
was the intention of Russia to manufacture 20- 
megaton, 30-megaton, 50-megaton, and 100- 
megaton bombs indicates that Russia will soon 
be able to deliver a great amount of nuclear 
explosive by rocket, although probably her 
principal means of delivery would remain 
bombers. 

In the 1959 Congressional hearings there is 
reported the statement by Dr. Ralph E. Lapp, 
a leading authority in the nuclear weapons 
field, that ‘Judging from U. S. bomber ca- 



















































t by a Pabilities, our strategic retaliation against 
d De- § Soviet attack would involve a one-day level of 
< with @ attack in excess of 10,000 megatons.”” When I 
ifth of @ think about the achievements that the Soviet 
gainst § Union has made in the field of rocket tech- 
States § nology, I am led to ask myself if the ability of 


the U.S.S.R. to bomb the United States in 1961 
might not be as great as that of the United 
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ates.) @ States to bomb the U.S.S.R. in 1959. Is it not 
n the @ accordingly justified that we discuss a 10,000- 
ms of @ Megaton attack on the United States, rather 
it are @ than a 2,500-megaton attack, and that, more- 
could @ over, we consider the possibility that the 
1 fall- @ attack would be made in such a way as to 
e fifth @ come closest to the goal of achieving the deaths 
azine, @ Of the entire American population? 

gainst @ Everett and Pugh have included this possi- 
lid be @ bility in their discussion. A nuclear attack 
none @ on the unprepared population in the United 
great @ States in which 10,000 megatons was used in 
2,500 @ the most effective way would, according to 
were @ their studies, kill 94 percent of the American 
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> FOR ORVILLE FREEMAN, Secretary 
of Agriculture, for making large quan- 
tities of agricultural commodities and 
surplus food stuffs available to Indo- 
nesia, India and Libya under the 
“Food for Peace” program. 


> FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT COURT OF 
APPEALS for reaching a decision which 
in effect enables Federal courts to 
stop State court prosecutions that are 
designed to harrass Negroes register- 
ing their right to vote. 


> FOR G. MENNEN WILLIAMS, Assistant 
Secretary of State for African Affairs, 
for advocating America’s “whole- 
hearted commitment to African peo- 
ples’ desire for self-determination and 
independence.” 


> FOR GEORGE W. BALL, Under Sec- 
retary of State for Economic Affairs, 
for advocating a sharp departure 
from high tariffs and protectionism. 


> FOR DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING for 
turning down an offer to act as a 
Negro Senator from Georgia in the 
movie “Advice and Consent.” 


> FOR THE FEDERAL COMMUNICA- 
TIONS COMMISSION and its chairman 
NEWTON N. MINOW for revoking the 
broadcasting license of Public Service 
Television, Inc. of Miami on the 
grounds that it had been obtained 
through undue influence. 


> FOR ABRAHAM RIBICOFF, Secretary 
of Health, Education and Welfare, for 
speaking out against the spreading 
tendency of heartless cutbacks of pub- 
lic relief programs. 


> FOR SENATOR HUBERT HUMPHREY 
for supporting an increase in commer- 
cial relations between the United 
States and Poland. 


> FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
for confirming a 20-million dollar 
Government loan to India to help en- 
terprises there buy needed metals in 
the United States. 


> FOR THE YALE CHAPTER OF THE 
DELTA PSI FRATERNITY for opening 
its membership to Negroes. 


> FOR THE CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 
for urging the Federal Government to 
apply itself more zealously against 
racial job discrimination. 


> FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
for petitioning a Federal court to stop 
state prosecutions of about 190 Free- 
dom Riders in Jackson, Miss. 


> FOR NEW YORK STATE ATTORNEY 
GENERAL LOUIS J. LEFKOWITZ for 
filing suit for damages against Gen- 
eral Electric, Westinghouse, Federal 
Pacific Electric, |.T.E. Circuit Breaker, 
Square D and Allis Chalmers, electri- 
cal equipment manufacturers convicted 
on charges of price-fixing and bid- 
rigging. 


people. Only six percent, about ten million 
people, would remain alive at the end of 60 
days. Almost all of these would be injured. 
They would then have to cope with the de- 
layed effects — the disorganization of society, 
disruption of communications, extinction of 
livestock, genetic damage, radiation poisoning 
from radioactive food. By the end of a year 
there would probably be no survivors. 

An attack with 10,000 megatons on a “‘pre- 
pared’? United States would kill about two 
thirds of the people. To overcome the effect 
of the “preparation” it would be necessary 
for the attack to be four times larger — an 
attack with 40,000 megatons would kill 94 per- 
cent of the people and injure almost all of the 
remainder, and would so contaminate the 
country with radioactivity that the survivors 
would not be able to live very long. 

Because Russia is larger than the continental 
United States, about twice the megatonnage is 
necessary to cause the same fraction of the 
population to be killed. I estimate that the 
United States could now make an attack on 
the Soviet Union with 20,000 megatons of 
bombs, which would leave 94 percent of the 
Russian people dead at the end of 60 days. 
If a great program of shelter construction 
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were to be carried out in the Soviet Union, 
the same result could be achieved with 80,000 
megatons. 

The present situation is that the United 
States and the U.S.S.R. could now attack one 
another with 20,000 and 10,000 megatons of 
bombs, respectively, causing the death of 
practically everyone in each of the two coun- 
tries. If shelters were to be built during the 
next few years, the attacks needed to ac- 
complish this result would be 80,000 megatons 
and 40,000 megatons, respectively. If the world 
continues along the path of militarism, in- 
cluding the construction of shelters as part 
of the military activities, we may expect that 
mutual annihilation will occur, sooner or later. 

There is an alternative to the construction 
of fallout shelters, the increase in size of 
nuclear stockpiles, and the ultimate destruction 
of civilization. It is the achievement of perma- 
nent peace and general and complete disar- 
mament with international controls and inspec- 
tion. It is essential that the nations of the 
world intensify their negotiations to achieve 
this goal. The construction of fallout shelters 
and increase in armaments are steps in the 
wrong direction, which do not increase our 
safety, but increase our danger. 








This is an attempt to report information on 
life and conditions in China as I saw them on a 
short visit. It is not meant to prove or dis- 
prove anything. If anyone is interested enough 
to read it I ask that he read it all through 
before drawing any conclusions — and par- 
ticularly I ask that he refrain from lifting any 
passage from context which, with an elabora- 
tion built thereon, might create quite a wrong 
impression of the whole. 

The first question you would probably ask is 
“Why did you go to China, what was the 
purpose of your visit?” Quest of knowledge — 
the desire to see how other people live and 
have their being — the desire to see how busi- 
ness, and more particularly how banking 
operations, are conducted — were the main 
urges that prompted me to go, plus of course 
a fairly healthy measure of natural curiosity. 

I went of my own accord, at my own expense 
and received invaluable physical assistance 
from Bank of China officials in arranging such 
things as accommodations and travel facilities. 
From first to last their courtesy, assistance, 
kindness and general good humor under all 
circumstances were of infinite help. Their 
explanations of their system were naturally of 
the highest interest and they showed not the 
slightest reluctance to answer questions, and 
plied me with queries in return. I have read 
that in visits to China one is put in the hands 
of “Intourist’’, a Government Agency, which 
in effect leads one around by the nose. I was 
not under such auspices. Actually, I saw but 
one “‘Intourist’”’ official and that was in Canton. 
In many respects I would compare “‘Intourist’’, 
as I saw glimpses of it functioning, as a sort of 
Chinese Thomas Cook & Son or American 
Express operating under Government auspices. 

The cost of living is unbelievably low, prob- 
ably about % to % of ours in many directions. 
In the main cities we had good and immacu- 
lately kept hotel accommodation; laundry was 
done and returned the same day and looked 
less war worn than is the case on our con- 
tinent; clothes pressing was often and prompt 
— dry cleaning in a matter of hours in case 
of need. 

I was told rats have been exterminated so 
bubonic plague has gone. I saw one fly and 
one mosquito and no sparrows in the cities. 
National campaigns were organized to get rid 
of these pests and I believe were used as a 
test to see how successful or otherwise the 
authorities could be in organizing the populace 
to singleness of effort. From their point of 
view the results must have been astonishingly 
gratifying. 

The growth in industry, the change in living 
standards, the modernization of everything and 
anything, the feats of human effort and the 
colossal impact of human labor are not within 
our power to describe and still give a worth- 
while picture of the scene. All I can say is that 
it must be seen to be believed. It’s truly stu- 
pendous. The effect is almost to bewilder one 
when he sees what has been accomplished in 
less than 10 years but, if he is a thinking 
person, to appal him and dumbfound him when 
he realizes what had not been done in the 
previous 4000 years or even 100 years. There 
are 600,000,000 people in the land — the net 
population is increasing 20,000,000 per annum 
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China: Through the Eyes of a Non-Communist 


By James Muir 
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or 38 per minute. Take deaths into considera- 
tion, and births must be at something resem- 
bling machine gun speed — and we were freely 
told there is already a labor shortage. Twenty- 
five per cent of the population of the world 
lives in China and in a score of years or less 
it will be nearer half the world’s population. 
How one can fail to “recognize” this colossal 
scene is over my head. 

I shall give but one example, an exceptional 
one perhaps, of the inexorable effect of human 
effort in terms of human labor. I saw the new 
irrigation and flood control dam in the Ming 
Tombs Valley. It was practically finished and 
had taken only 140 days to complete. It is over 
2000 feet long, about 95 feet high, 555 feet wide 
at the base and about 25 feet wide at the top. 
It has a concrete core, the upstream side is 
clay and the other is earth, gravel, and stone. 
100,000 people were working in 3 shifts around 
the clock. All work was described as ‘‘volun- 
tary” — certainly it was unpaid. About half of 
the work force was provided by the army, 
the rest by citizens from every walk of life 
who go and live and work at the site for days 
or weeks as circumstances, age, health, and 
physique permit. With little else than their 
bare hands, picks, and shovels, this colossal 
task has been accomplished. I stood on high 
ground and looked down upon this vast human 
ant hill. I took photographs of the scene, a 
shift of 30,000 toiling people, and hope these 
pictures have caught something of the atmo- 
sphere of the drama. 

The almost fanatical drive towards hygiene 
and physical culture by the people is a study 
in itself. At 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. all work must 
stop and physical exercise be indulged in — 
young and old, over and under weight alike. I 
saw few in the former category. Many people 
wear gauze masks as a protection against dirt 
and fumes. En route from Shanghai to Canton 
by air we stopped at an airstop for lunch. We 
were met at the plane by a girl wearing a 
white gauze mask, in white skirt and long 
white smock, spotless. She conducted us to 
the dining-room and it was she who served our 
lunch. Part of the table dishes was a porcelain 
spoon, resting upon a piece of paper. As I was 
about to pick up the spoon, she nudged my 
elbow, pointed to the paper and made motions 
to show I should first thoroughly rub the spoon 
with it. 

In many ways Peking is a beautiful city and 
in and around it are vast historical buildings 
and relics. They have been maintained and 
repaired with the preponderance of Chinese 
red paint and offer a starting and pleasing 
appearance. To mention just a few, the Im- 
perial Palace within the Forbidden City, the 
Summer Palace, the Ming Tombs in the Ming 
Valley and, of course, the Great Wall itself, 
all go to fulfil a sightseer’s and photographer’s 
dream. 

I have been asked about the standard of 
living in China. It’s difficult to give an under- 
standable answer because for vast millions 
there is not such a thing as we know it. Man, 
woman and child have not risen much beyond 
the beast-of-burden stage. The sights one sees 
of the stresses, the strains, the unbelievable 
extent to which a human frame can be abused, 


leave one almost physically ill. And yet the lot 
of these people is better than it was, and im. 
proving. For millions more one sees content- 
ment, happiness and one would believe more 
freedom from oppression and civil strife than 
their previous generations have known. Cor. 
ruption and grief we were told — and con- 
firmed by people living outside the area — 
have disappeared. Petty theft is rare: one 
does not bother to lock his home. We did not 
bother to lock our hotel room doors. As an 
example of their apparently fanatical honesty, 
when leaving the hotel in Canton I failed to 
pick up some $2 or less in change. They 
followed me to the station and found me after 
I was seated on the train in order that they 
might deliver this change to me. 

It cannot be that the present way of life is 
pleasing to everyone; there are many refugees 
constantly arriving in Hong-Kong, for example, 
but they can be but a flea-bite compared with 
the country’s population of 600,000,000 people, 
and we should think they are mostly small 
farmers who are still individualistic enough to 
resist being brought into the co-operative farm 
movement. Those in authority freely state that 
the aim is to add slowly and patiently, yet 
without interruption, to the standard of living, 
that to try too much too quickly would be 
fatal — lead to inflation and endanger their 
whole program. 

Unless the whole scene is a dream or one’s 
senses of observation and appraisements are 
less than useless, then we think the vast 
majority of the people of China have a govern- 
ment they want, a government which is im- 
proving their lot, a government in which they 
have confidence, a government which stands 
no chance whatever of being supplanted All 
this quite obviously indicates a political prob- 
lem that will sear the very souls of some 
Western powers, and which at some stage is 
going to pose an overwhelming facesaving 
problem in more directions than one. It’s 
difficult to believe that anything resembling 
war is desired in China if for no reason other 
than that such a development would have a 
disastrous effect upon the plans for improve- 
ment they are trying to bring about. 

While in personal contacts we found indi- 
viduals courteous, friendly, good-natured and 
prepared to go through a generous dose of 
good-natured ribbing, they are as a people ex- 
ceedingly sensitive and touchy at the slightest 
implication of lack of confidence in their busi- 
ness undertakings or at sharp or belittling 
criticism of them as a nation or at the thought 
that there is or ever can be a divided China. 
We would caution those businessmen and men 
in public life who would have dealings with 
China to bear the foregoing ever in mind. 
Only undesirable results can ensue and nothing 
whatever can we hope to gain by ignoring 
these sensitive areas in the Chinese character. 

The so-called strategic list of prohibited ex- 
ports adopted by some nations has become in 
Chinese eyes almost ridiculous. So far as we 
can see (always with the exception of really 
strategic materials) about all that is happen- 
ing so far as China is concerned is that annoy- 
ance is created, the goods are forthcoming 
from some other source, progress is not being 
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seriously retarded and, ironically, a great long- 
run benefit may be conferred upon the Chinese 
by forcing them to make things for themselves. 

One highly placed person, not resident in 
China but thoroughly familiar with Chinese 
people, made the statement to me that the 
capacity of the Chinese to learn and perform 
is governed entirely by the teaching capacity 
of others who would undertake to instruct 
them. Their thirst for knowledge is now great 
and a visit to the University of Peking shows a 
lot of eager and enthusiastic students. A 
similar attitude, we were told, prevails in 
other seats of learning. As far as education 
of the masses is concerned, they have a long, 
long way to go. Steps are now afoot to change 
the Chinese characters to the Roman alphabet 
which is in general use in the Western world, 
and it is believed this will be a tremendous 
help in the educational process. There seem 
to be many professors of political economy 
around — and many students. We twitted one 
professor with the gibe that no doubt he found 
Adam Smith and John Stuart Mill among his 
mentors. Laughingly he replied. ‘Well, their 
theories are not exactly popular with us at 
present.”” 

One innovation in economic organization has 
resulted from the liquidation of the Kuomin- 
tang. Businessmen who were ‘‘clean’’ or free 
from entanglement with this organization, have 
been allowed to maintain their financial interest 
in the business and receive 5 per cent on their 
capital, even though the enterprise may be 
managed by state-appointed personnel. If the 
owner of the business is appointed manager he 
will, of course, receive the regular state salary 
for his type of managerial service plus the 5 
per cent return on his investment. Here we 
have joint private-state enterprise which should 
be of interest to all students of comparative 
economic organization. How long the hybrid 
will persist, one cannot say. But I understand 
that the private rights involved may be be- 
oueathed or transferred; and, if this is true, 
the joint private-state type of enterprise may 
last for generations to come. 


The all-important matter of Trade was con- 
stantly coming up, and listening to the Chinese 
side of the story and to the outside phase of 
it, none of which incidentally came from 
traders, we are frankly a little confused. 

One thing is certain — China needs a multi- 
tude of things and is most desirous of trading. 
It would be a waste of time for us to try to 
cover this field in a report of this kind. Any 
Canadian exporter who wants to trade with 
China — and if he is conscious of his own 
interests and is far-sighted enough to realize 
his responsibilities to our Canadian economy 
— can readily obtain from our Department of 
Trade & Commerce in Ottawa a good idea of 
what is wanted. The Trade Commissioners of 
our Government who cover that area are fully 
conversant with the picture and we feel we 
should assume they keep Ottawa headquarters 
fully advised. 

If we have anything to suggest here it is 
that our exporting fraternity shake themselves 
loose, get busy and visit China either indi- 
vidually or as a group, probably in the latter 
form initially, but keep at it. It was galling 
to meet and to talk with the selling forces of 
other Western powers, not only obviously 
getting business but enthusiastic about it while 
our people seem to sit back and wait for a 
silver platter deal. Our exporters have got to 
learn to develop resourcefulness and to take 




























































































reasonable business risks. Outside China we 
heard a good deal about the Chinese importing 
movement endeavoring to make one-sided 
deals, about their reneging on contracts and 
so on; but we were unable to uncover a sub- 
stantial case. Our people should make clear 
the deal they want, make it reasonable and 
orthodox, and have a full and complete under- 
standing of the transaction before they start — 
documented, if necessary, throughout. If they 
do this, deliver on time, and do not deviate 
from the terms, we should be inclined to 
believe they won’t experience undue difficul- 
ties. This opportunity, coupled with our need 
for export markets, should sound a clarion call 
to our Government to see to it that, if any 
Canadian enterprises should be induced by out- 
side influence to deviate from its responsibility 
to the Canadian worker and to the Canadian 
economy by declining legitimate and clean 
business, drastic and immediate steps be 
taken to discipline any such Canadian corpora- 
tion. Canada needs export trade and it should 
be sought after exerywhere with no interest 
other than the welfare of Canada involved. 

We had some interesting discussions relative 
to the new Chinese Constitution which provides 
for freedom of speech, right of assembly and 
freedom in the practice of religion. Freedom 
of speech, we believe, can be followed in the 
criticism of how things are being done in a 
material way, or of the people who are charged 
with the responsibility of doing them — but the 
Chinese can’t be “agin the Government”’ as 
we know it. Anything savoring of sedition 
would meet with the inevitable treatment: so 
perhaps freedom of speech could in our view 
be largely confined to the “suggestion box’’ 
principle. In this highly restricted sense it 
might even be welcomed by the authorities. 

Right of assembly exists in the sense that 
crowds can immediately assemble and listen to 
a speaker. We saw such crowds at street 
corners and at country crossroads. When we 
asked what the spouter was dispensing, it was 
always a harangue on the virtues of hygiene, 
on the desirability of continuing to swat flies 
and kill mosquitoes, or on some such subject. 
Theoretically, we suppose one could assemble 
a crowd and talk about anything — but for 
how long we don’t know. There is no Chinese 
“Hyde Park’. 

Regarding the freedom to practice religion 
there could be a need for this — not perhaps 
out of regard for religion but because there is 
a political problem due to the large number of 
Moslem followers in addition to the Buddhists. 
I found Christian churches of many denomina- 
tions — I also visited a Buddhist temple. On 
Sunday morning in Peking we heard what 
sounded like church bells. At first we could 
not beileve our ears. Persistently we went 
down a side street from which the sound was 
coming and certainly it was the sound of 
church bells. We found the church, a large 
Roman Catholic edifice, within a walled en- 
closure. The front court was full of children 
playing, the front doors were closed and again 
children playing and squatting in front of them, 
but we proceeded to a side door and found a 
church which could accommodate a very large 
congregation. Mass was in progress; the 
church was not full but there was a large 
congregation of people, devout to all appear- 
ances, young and old — male and female — 
very small children crawling in the aisles — 
older ones moving around from pew to pew. 
The clergy were all Chinese. We stayed for 
part of the service. There are other authorities 
more competent than I am to discuss this 
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phase, but so far as I could find out all clergy 
must be Chinese and, if this is so, then per- 
haps “freedom” is more apparent than real. 
This is only an observation. Someone else, 
I am sure, can give a positive answer. 

Unquestionably there is some subtle differ- 
ence in life between China and other nations of 
Marxian persuasion. One feels no sense of 
domination, no depression, no lack of freedom 
in moving around and so on. Perhaps it is 
inspired by the courtesy, good nature and nat- 
ural politeness of the people. One goes shop- 
ping as he would in Montreal — big stores, 
little stores, all sorts of goods. Food is rationed 
on a seasonal basis, we were told. In hotels 
and restaurants there are no restrictions. One 
can go sightseeing, rubbernecking and camera 
using at will — but must get an export permit 
for his undeveloped film which was a rather 
perfunctory procedure. 

For those who have read so far no doubt a 
variety of impressions of life in China has been 
formed. Some may be favorable, even too 
much so, some sceptical and unbelieving. 
Both are wrong. 

As I said at the beginning, one has to see 
what is going on with his own eyes before he 
can realize what picture unfolds. Nobody 
can do so for him. China is a socialist state, a 
managed economy adhering to the teachings of 
Karl Marx with some modifications to meet 
Chinese reality. The State is supreme, man 
an instrument — therefore he can’t be really 
free. There is none of the “‘Comrade”’ tech- 
nique, there is no pretense that all are equal; 
on the contrary “the working class’, “the 
peasants”, are freely referred to. One is re- 
warded in the material sense according to his 
talents and his responsibilities; but the 
plunder, the privilege and corruption are said 
to be gone. One wonders what China would be 
like today if over the last 150 years it had 
moved along the lines of democratic progress 
instead of exploitation and corruption. The 
wind was sown, the whirlwind is being reaped. 

As mentioned earlier, 25% of the world’s 
population live in China; maybe in 20 years 
they will be one-half of the world. Their present 
rate of progress is beyond description — but 
they have, as we have said, a million miles to 
go before the masses have a semblance of a 
decent standard of living. They are moving 
fast however. If one can picture a future 
nation of one billion people — skilled, edu- 
cated, industrialized and with a capacity for 
work that beggars description — the high cost 
economy of the West is eventually in for re- 
vision. We of the West want no part of the 
political and economic philosophy that governs 
such states — but I wonder if we had a similar 
experience as a people how we would feel 
about it? The answer seems to be clear. 

Regarding the so-called “recognition” of 
China in the political sense, one just does not 
see how six hundred million people, which may 
be a billion before too long, can be given 
myopic treatment. I am no prophet — but a 
“Bonnie Prince Charlie’ from across the sea 
from Taipan seems more than unlikely. Just 
how face is to be saved there presents a 
staggering problem. There is every indication 
that the people of China as a whole are satis- 
fied with their Government. It seems to meet 
their needs and it seems to be conscious of a 
great job to be done to lift the standard of 
living and the general way of life of the 
masses out of the black hopelessness that has 
prevailed in the past. 

I believe there is good and legitimate trade 
to be done. Other Western people are getting 
it. Canada will be negligent and unfair to 
herself if she does not get her share. She 
won’t get it, however, without aggressive 
action. 
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This is an age of slogans, slogans mouthed so much and so often 
and with so little understanding that they have come to have small 
meaning, if any at all. Slogans guide popular thought. Slogans bulwark 
the arguments of political orators. Slogans are the foundations of 
partisan appeals. Slogans are the catchwords of the hustings of the 
intellectual fodder for the multitude. 


“Liberty,” “Freedom,” “Independence,” but the most-often and 
loudest-mouthed of all is ‘‘Democracy.’”’ The terms have become 
symbols of a political movement in which you either believe or you do 
not. It is the idea behind the term, however, which counts. What then 
is that ideal, in the case of ‘‘democracy’”’? 

Voltaire said, and said well, “When you argue with me, monsieur, 
define your terms!’’ But who follows it? Who is capable of following 
it? And where can you find a word that, in these days, is more mouthed 
and mouthed with less comprehension of its real meaning and its true 
significance than the word ‘“‘democracy’’? 

It is necessary to think in terms of concepts, rather than of words. 
The concept is the idea, and whether you believe, with Kant, that the 
idea is apart from, and a priori to, all practical experience, or whether 
you believe the contrary, with Locke and the Utilitarians, the idea is 
the thing with which you have to deal. 


What, then, is the idea behind this thing we call ‘‘democracy’’? 
PLATO’S “DEMOCRACY” 


Following the Platonic concept, upheld in our time by George 
Bernard Shaw, that control should be limited to those “‘fit to exercise 
it,” the Greeks limited the electoral franchise and all participation in 
government to the educated minority, rigidly excluding women even 
from that. This class included somewhere around thirty to forty 
thousand. 


Among these democracy was “‘pure,’’ as pure as it ever has been 
or ever can be. Which is to say, that everyone of the aforesaid class 
had not only the right to vote but also the right to get up in the 
assembly and have his say, with a certainty that, within reason, he 
would be heeded. Thus it was as sure as anything can be that the 
man who held public office would be the man the majority wanted to 
put there. Nor was it possible for him to remain long in that office if 
he failed to justify the confidence his fellow democrats had put in him, 
if he proved incompetent in the premises, or if he indulged in any 
chicanery, political or other. It was a kind of ‘“‘recall’’ system, much 
the same as often advocated in our time in America, but never, in any 
important degree, put into practice. 

In Athens, then, the “‘people’’ ruled. But who were those people? 
They were the elite intellectually elite, anyway, minority, the numerical 
majority being hundreds of thousands of slaves. But these were not, 
in the greater part, what we understand by that term. On the contrary, 
they were largely prisoners captured in wars unwisely started by 
enemies of Athens, none of which as an entity was equal, either 
culturally or physically, to that great city-state which was named after 
the revered deity and supposed protectress, Athena or Minerva. Yet 
many of these prisoners, hundreds of them, in fact, were quite on a 
parity with the select Athenians in every way, except perhaps physi- 
cally. That is, they were quite as worthy of having a part in govern- 
ment. Nevertheless, being prisoners they were slaves, and while well 
enough treated on the whole, they had no share whatever in political 
life and very little, outside their own circles, in any other kind. 

Therefore, if the thing called “democracy” means the rule by the 
largest number of people for the determination of their own welfare 
and destiny, there was actually no more of it in ancient Athens, which 
is so often held up to us as a model of what democracy should be, 
than there is today in China or Argentina. It was, on the other hand, 
a plutocracy, and even if the plutocrats numbered thirty thousand, those 
they held in political and cultural subjection, supposed to be from 
three hundred thousand to half a million according to changing cir- 
cumstances and the fortunes of war, had no more to do with democracy 
than have the people of present-day authocracies. 

Yet they had to fight in Athens’ wars. They had to build Athens’ 
architectural glories, those marvels all the genius and industry of man 
has never since equalled. They had to serve as galley-slaves and bear 
the brunt of military action. They were, in short, not the ‘‘submerged 
tenth” you hear so much about, but the submerged nine-tenths. What 
kind of “democracy” was this? 


PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION 

Another kind of ‘‘pure’’ democracy you hear much talked of is 
that of some of the Swiss cantons. These cantons are much like the 
American States, except that their “rights” are more comprehensive 
and jealously guarded. In fact, the Swiss cantons pretty much run 
their own affairs, subject of course to the national good, to the exigencies 
of foreign affairs, and to the national fiscal policy. 

Mr. Greene is a prominent American columnist and foreign correspondent. He has been 
associated with many newspap and i in the U.S.A., Australia and New Zealand. 


He has held positions in the American diplomatic service. His previous contribution to TMO, 
“Ethics of Decline,” appeared in the October, 1961 issue. 
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In a few of the cantons local affairs are still determined by ac- 
clamation, as for centuries past. The electorate, as in Athens excluding 
women (the Swiss voted on that again lately, and again turned down 
their femininity), gather in the town market-place, and pass matters 
under consideration by acclamation. Everybody has a voice and 
everybody is entitled to have it heard. 

Such, admittedly, is the ideal of popular government, that is to 
say, of democracy as popularly understood, i.e., a government in which 
everybody has a part. But, also admittedly, no such government can 
function on a large scale. What is possible in, for example, Canton 
St. Gallen or Canton Appenzell, in Switzerland, is not possible in Chicago 
or New York, to say nothing of America as a whole. 

If you hold, as many do, that what is called proportional representa- 
tion is the only fair and proper method of holding a “democratic” 
election, then, you have the ideal in the Swiss cantonal procedure. 
But on a larger scale it is claimed, and not without reason, this kind 
of procedure would play directly into the hands of the men who run 
the party ‘‘machine.”’ 

The democratic process as operating in communities of a few 
thousand is clearly impossible in communities of a few million. How, 
then, is the former to be expanded and still controlled so as to serve 
with equally fair and representative purpose in the latter? 

Ask ten different men, each of sufficient intelligence to possess his 
own concepts in the premises and to be able to elucidate them, and 
nothing is more likely than that you will get ten different answers, 
each couched in terms of what the speaker understands to be 
“democracy.” 

This is so because ‘‘democracy’’ is a concept, actually an abstrac- 
tion, whose exact meaning, as in the case of many other concepts and 
abstractions with which we have daily to do, is undecided. So, then, as 
Socrates taught, it is idle — worse, it is madness — to bandy care- 
lessly about with such abstractions. It is loose thinking, and loose 
thinking leads to unsound conclusions. 


BIRTH’S QUESTIONABLE EQUALIZATION 


In the preamble to the American Constitution it is asserted that 
“all men are born free and equal.’”’ This dubious affirmation is 
generally attributed to “free thinker’ Tom Paine, who “advised” 
Thomas Jefferson in drawing up the momentous document. Of course 
it is without the slightest basis in fact. All men are not “‘born free and 
equal.” Thus if you base your concept of democracy on such an 
assumption its foundation is insecure at the outset. 

Men are born neither “free” nor ‘‘equal,” unless by ‘‘equal’’ is 
meant, with similar entitlement to the privileges of living in reason- 
able comfort and security. If all men actually did enjoy that privilege, 
you might hold that here is the basis of democracy. 

Some man will say, democracy means that I have as much voice 
in the affairs of my city, state, or nation as the next man, though he 
may be a millionaire and I a salaried clerk. He is wrong. He has, in 
reality, nothing of the sort. Because the millionaire is able to control, 
and does control, thousands of votes, however indirect and unapparent 
that control may be. He controls them through that regimentation of 
thought that he is able to direct and “channel” by means of the news- 
papers he owns, the magazines edited by his henchmen, through the 
radio networks that are linked to both. He can and does fool the com- 
munity with manufactured or distorted “news,” with “significant 
silences,” with such interpretations of current events and trends as 
are tantamount to propaganda, and with editorials written in such 
cleverly subtle and adroitly colored fashion as to dominate the minds 
and shape the opinions of ninety out of every one hundred readers. 

In such fashion public opinion can be altered, and not only altered 
but manufactured. Furthermore, it is a well-known psychological fact 
that the average person can be influenced by continued and sustained 
repetition. It has a curious hypnotic power, something by no means 
overlooked by present-day advertisers, as well as by newspaper editors 
and owners. The same assertion constantly repeated, kept ever before 
the reader or the observer, though at first ignored or even questioned, 
at last carries conviction. This is, of course, a drab commentary on 
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the reasoning powers of the average man, yet its truth has been 
established a thousand times. 


THE AGONY OF THINKING 


The remedy for all this is, of course, a determination of every 
man to think for himself. Such ability clearly rests upon education. 
It follows that the man whose education has not achieved the object 
that should be its primary one — i.e. to indicate the ability to think — 
comes to adulthood in such a culturally susceptible state as to be easy 
prey for the propagandist, for the manufacturer and the shaper of 
opinion, basing his conceptual conclusions upon such false premises as 
may serve the purpose of the propagandist. On the other hand there 
will be the man who is so constituted intellectually as to be unable to 
accept manufactured opinion, whatever form his education may have 
taken. He will be at pains to read the few honest and impartially 
edited newspapers, the few magazines that search for and print the 
truth, the facts as they are, so far as all that is possible, without fear, 
favor, Or purpose of propaganda. 

It may be contended that the average person, in these days of so 
many problems, especially domestic and of those mainly economic, 
lacks both the time and the disposition, even if he has the capacity, 
for such independent thinking. That is all too true, and it is one of 
the basic causes of the weaknesses and the incapacities of governments, 
which is to say of the all-too-obvious failure of democracy. Because 
it means, and it must mean, that the word, the concept, the abstraction, 
signifies to our ten different men ten different things, even as they 
have heard ten different views expressed by men whose views they 
think sound, or else have read ten different opinions in ten different 
newspapers, magazines, or radio networks. This point is illustrated 
well enough by the story of the man who was taken midly to task by 
ns a from the distressingly small class who do think for 

mselves. 


“Where do you get those ideas from anyway?” 

“Why, from Time and Life, of course. Where else should I get 
them from?” 

The reason that democracy, generally speaking, is not functioning 
successfully today is that it simply does not command the confidence 
and the allegiance, nor is, in its true significance, commonly understood. 
And the reason that it is not understood is that, as a slogan, it has 
come to signify either nothing or everything. 


The spiritual, the cultural, things must bulwark any true de- 
mocracy, today and always, if it is to endure or if it is to hold the 
reverence and support of the majority, if, that is to say, it is to be 
“popular representation” in any but the narrowly political sense. And 
if it is only the latter, define the term in any way you like, it is not 
really “democracy” at all. 

For true democracy carries a higher ideal. It may be that its 
soundest basis is found in the Scriptures, in the ‘“‘do unto others,” 
since certainly in that simple admonition may be found the answer 
to most of our woes, trials, and uncertainties. For it must be apparent 
fo the most cynical that any concept of democracy which lacks the 
moral and spiritual foundation cannot withstand, and never has with- 
stood, a grave crisis, whether that crisis is political or economic. 


WHAT’S BENEATH A SLOGAN? 


The Declaration, in which the American colonies declared in 
sonorous terms their independence of the mother-country, holds that 
all men are entitled to “life, liberty, and the pusuit of happiness.” 
Upon a close analysis, what does all this mean? 

By “Life’’ we may suppose is intended physical security. It is 
surely something to which all men are entitled. But, after a wide- 
spread application of theoretical democracy, how many have it? 
Millions throughout the world have never known it, have no reason to 
hope they ever will know it, because power and not righteousness is the 
foundation of the so-called democracy. 

_ ‘Liberty!” What does this term mean? John Stuart Mill’s defini- 
tion is perhaps as good as any, “Freedom of thought and action up to 
he point at which those may conflict with the welfare of others.” 





“Pursuit of happiness!” But just what is “happiness”? Evidently 
it is different things to different men. 

The point is that the oft-quoted objectives of democracy, those 
being what the Declaration of Independence purported to establish, 
are couched in undefined terms, therefore too vague to be taken as a 
basis for any concept or abstraction, democracy or other. In order 
to fix the latter firmly in the minds of men and to secure their ad- 
herence and their allegiance to it, we must be much more specific. We 
must labor for a democracy that will safeguard the lives of all men, 
that will ensure them a liberty of thought and action having at all 
times and under all circumstances a full regard for the rights and for 
the comforts of others, and that does not make “happiness”? in the 
personal sense one of life’s main objectives but places first a sense of 
mutual responsibility, political, social, and moral alike. 

Lacking all that, democracy never can be any more of a vital 
force than it is today, and the fact has to be faced that as such a force 
it is nearer to failure than it has been for a hundred years, despite 
two wars intended to maintain it, the first to, as Woodrow Wilson said, 
“make the world safe” for it. His way of achieving that was through 
world-organization, such as the League of Nations. But the method 
failed, just as the United Nations is failing, purely and simply because 
it could not secure universal support, or even the united support of 
the major Powers. 


What is the explanation of this apathy, threatening as it does the 
very existence of the thing known as ‘“‘democracy,” however defined? 

The explanation is, I think, found in two evident facts. First, the 
feeling of the individual that his vote no longer counts for anything 
anyway, in view of the control of public affairs and interests both at 
home and abroad by a few powerful persons and a few powerful 
interests; and, second and much more significant, his lack of interest 
in anything outside his own immediate life and concernments. Herein 
lies not only the negation of democracy, as any kind of an idealistic 
concept, but of anything at all in the nature of the popular government 
that the term is supposed to connote. More than that, it threatens 
their very existence through death by dry-rot. 

We find, then, that what democracy really means is a determina- 
tion on the part of everyone who possesses the ballot to exercise his 
right intelligently, an intent to participate personally in the government 
to the extent that his ability and circumstance warrant and make 
possible, and the endeavor always to inform himself in respect of every 
detail of the matter or matters being dealt with. 

We must always remember that, as Ivor Brown makes clear, the 
right to vote without the ability is neither a guarantee of freedom nor 
the way to achieve democracy. If the ability is lacking the voter is 
at the mercy of every demagogue who mouths a slogan or promises a 
boon. The ability to vote intelligently rests therefore upon education. 
It is certain that without education you cannot have democracy. And 
what really is education? It is not the poring over textbooks or even 
the learning of them all by heart. It is not examinations passed 
through ‘“‘cramming,” their content presently forgotten henceforth and 
for ever. It is not a close application of mathematics, to any other 
one thing, or even to many things. It is, on the contrary, the develop- 
ment of the ability to think, to think for oneself, the formation of a 
critical faculty to work out problems by oneself, the creation of a 
scepticism in respect to mere words. That is education, the only 
kind that will save the world, for democracy or for any other end. 





Old Wounds 


There are wounds so deep they should not heal too soon 
Lest surface health hide suffering, disease, 
Infection, even poison. Things like these 

An outside smoothness can not long maroon. 
Unless a surgeon can renew the wound 

With instruments that keep it deep and sore 
Producing scars that were not there before; 

The torture will then leave the patient swooned 
And black corruption through skin softness burst. 
Physicians know, and he that feels the pain, 
That had the hurt been probed far down at first 
In time it would have healed and left no stain. 
With people and with nations set apart, 

Such wounds are often found inside the heart. 


Thelma Knight Shumake 
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Khrushchev’s Reply to Dr. Pauling’s Statement of August 31 (see october tMo) 


Dear Mr. Linus Pauling: 

I received your letter in which you voiced 
your concern that the Soviet Union was com- 
pelled to conduct experimental explosions of 
atomic and hydrogen weapons. 

We have already set forth the reasons which 
forced us to take such a decision. I wish only 
to emphasize once again that we have taken 
this step after a long consideration and not 
without a pain in heart, not without a sense 
of bitterness understandable to everyone who 
holds dear the ideals of securing peace among 
the peoples. Try to imagine yourself placed 
in a position in which our country has found 
itself—faced with sharp increase of war prep- 
arations which are being carried out by the 
NATO powers in sight of everyone, and that, 
perhaps, will help you better understand that 
the Soviet Government had no other alterna- 
tive. 

The Soviet people who in the life of one 
generation were twice subjected to bandit 
attacks by the hordes of German militarists, 
know war not by hearsay,—they saw it in 
their homes. In all ‘fairness, no other people, 
no other nation suffered in World War II such 
heavy losses, such vast devastations as did 
our people and our nation. And it is necessary 
to explain that the sacrifices and loss of home- 
folks and relatives are irretrievable, and al- 
most every Soviet family suffered such losses. 

Realizing better than many others what war 
is like and in particular a modern war with 
the use of rocket and nuclear weapons we have 
made and are making every effort to eliminate 
war from the life of human society, to achieve 
an agreement on general and complete dis- 
armament. For that we have spared no effort. 
But unfortunately our efforts have not so far 
been successful. 

We have proposed most peaceful of all the 
peaceful things that can only be thought of in 
the present situation—to put an end to the 
vestiges of World War II, to conclude a 
German peace treaty. And what was the 
response of the Western powers? Have they 
accepted our proposal to meet and sit down 
at a round table to jointly work out a German 
peace treaty? Have they stated that they 
share our desire to work out a peace treaty 
cn such a basis which would contribute to the 
elimination of the main source of friction be- 
tween the powers, to the prevention of military 
conflicts, to the prevention of World War III? 
Not at all. As you know, our proposals have not 
been accepted by the Western powers. 

In response to our proposal that a peace 
treaty be concluded at last, after 16 years that 
passed since the end of the war with Germany, 
with the two now existing German states, we 
hear almost daily this or that statesman of the 
United States, France, Britain, West Germany 
and their other allies in aggressive military 
blocks remind us that if a German peace 
treaty is signed and on this basis the situation 
in West Berlin, which will get a status of a 
demilitarized free city, is normalized, then the 
NATO powers will respond to this with force. 
And they are not merely threatening war, they 
are saying it will be a thermonuclear one. 

Try to understand, dear Mr. Pauling, what 
the Soviet Union would be like if it continued 
to refrain, as if nothing at all has happened, 
from taking additional measures to strengthen 
its defense capacity including measures to 
perfect nuclear weapons while the NATO 
powers are responding with threats to its pro- 
posal that a German peace treaty be con- 
cluded. If we had not taken those measures, 
we would have committed an act which could 
not be justified either by history or—even less 





Pauling’s Two Telegrams of October 18 


President John F. Kennedy 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 


I urge that you announce that the United States 
government pledges that it will not carry out any further 
nuclear bomb tests of any sort provided that the Soviet 
Union revokes its plan for,a 50-megaton nuclear bomb test. 
This action would prevent the human suffering caused by 
genetic and somatic damage by radioactive fallout and would 
decrease the militaristic activities of the two great 


nuclear powers. 


Premier Nikita Khrushchev 
Soviet Embassy 
Washington 6, D.C. 


-—Linus Pauling 


I urge that you revoke the plan for carrying out a test 
explosion of a 50-megaton bomb. The worldwide fallout from 
this great nuclear weapon would cause damage to the pool 
of human germ plasm such that during coming generations 
several tens of thousands of children would be born with 
gross physical or mental defects, who would be normal if 
the bomb test were not carried out. In addition the carbon 14 
produced in the atmosphere will continue to damage the human 
race for thousands of years. I have telegraphed President 
Kennedy asking that the United States pledge it will not 
carry out further bomb tests if you revoke further testing. 
For the sake of human beings all over the world I beseech 
the Soviet Union to stop testing bombs and instead to 
redouble its efforts for peace and disarmament. 


-—Linus Pauling 





, so—by our people and by the peoples of those 


countries which fell victims of invasion by the 
Hitlerite hordes. Had we acted otherwise, 
there would have been no excuse for us on the 
part of any of the peoples who struggle for 
peace and wish to secure it. 

We cannot but take into consideration the 
fact that our country is encircled by American 
military bases and those bases are now being 
strengthened. The USA is sending its troops 
and military equipment to Europe. Since the 
beginning of this year the US military expendi- 
tures have been increased by more than six 
billion dollars; “‘strategic armed forces’? which 
are nuclear forces are being expanded at a 
growing rate; the number of “Polaris” sub- 
marines is being rapidly increased; the 
number of the strategic bombers at the end of 
runaways has been increased by 50 per cent; 
the long-range air force has been expanded, 
additional contingents of reservists have been 
called up and measures have been taken to 
bring the Army, Navy and Marine units to 
full strength in terms of personnel and equip- 
ment. Needless to say states usually resort to 
such measures, as is known, only when they 
are driving toward war. 

The West German revenge-seekers—and 
Chancellor Adenauer and Defense Minister 
Strauss set the tone in their chorus—are more 
and more persistent and noisy in their demands 
for nuclear weapons for the Bundeswehr which 
even now is the biggest army in Western 
European countries. 

And with all that the NATO powers want us 
to give up strengthening our armed forces and 
their perfecting. If we acted that way this 
would turn against all honest people who really 
want peace and condemn war; and so this 
would turn against us and against those who 
appeal to the Soviet Union not to weaken its 
efforts in consolidating peace. 
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You may have some doubts—would it really 
be so? But think for yourself—if the NATO 
powers go on building up their military power 
and the Soviet Union and the Socialist countries 
remain inactive, fail to take care of strength- 
ening their security, then—in the conditions 
created by the saber-rattling policy on the 
part of the NATO powers—this would un- 
doubtedly lead not to the consolidation of peace 
but, on the contrary, would almost mean in- 
viting the aggressor to an adventure, to un- 
leashing war with all its consequences. 

How can one remain indifferent, for example, 
to a statement such as one made by Senator 
Margaret Smith? She actually demanded to 
use nuclear weapons against the Soviet Union 
in response to the conclusion of a peace 
treaty with Germany. You probably read 
about the threats which were made in this 
connection by Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy, brother of the President, and by 
Mr. McNamara, US Secretary of Defense. 
They both stated the intention of the Kennedy 
Administration to use nuclear weapons. And 
look what statements were recently made by 
Lord Home, British Foreign Minister, and Mr. 
Heath, Lord Privy Seal. All of them are trying 
to impress upon us the idea that if the USSR 
and other countries sign a German peace 
treaty, the NATO powers will in response un- 
leash a nuclear war. 

We have repeatedly stated that we wish to 
sit down at a conference table with the Western 
powers and to achieve as soon as possible a 
peaceful solution so that a line could be drawn 
under World War II. But if the Western powers 
do not wish to do so, we all the same will 
have to sign a peace treaty, which the in- 
terests of strengthening peace in Europe 
demand, and we will sign it. 
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Naturally, we cannot ignore the attempts on 
the part of the NATO powers to resort to 
threats, but those threats we must say are to 
the wrong address. If the opponents of the 
conclusion of a peace treaty choose to fight 
against it by means of war, we must have no 
less powerful means to stop any attempts to 
unleash war. 

One cannot but be particularly puzzled to 
hear threats to ignite flames of rocket-nuclear 
war coming from those for whom the conse- 
quences of such a war would be many times 
more dangerous than, let us say, for the US or 
the USSR. The British Lord Privy Seal is 
threatening us with war. But he is probably 


7 forgetting that Britain is a small island and 
4 one where an American ‘Polaris’ submarine 


base and American bombers with nuclear 


4 weapons are located, and if hostilities start 


that island can be among the first to experience 
the crushing might of nuclear blows. 

The present policy of the NATO powers leads 
to a situation where one has to fear not just 
radioactive fallout but the lethal and destruc- 
tive power of nuclear weapons themselves. 
This is the actual choice humanity is facing 
today. We are carrying out experimental tests 
and perfecting our weapons in order that 
mankind should never experience the horrors 
of nuclear war. The fact that nuclear weapons 
are in possession of the Soviet state serves as 
a stern warning to all those who resort to 
threats in connection with the question of 
signing a German peace treaty. The Soviet 
people and the peoples of other Socialist coun- 
tries engaged in a peaceful construction labor 
do not need wars. We proclaimed this to the 
whole world from the rostrum of the 22nd 
Congress of our Party which will adopt a 
grand program for building Communism in 
our country. We need peace to fulfil this 
program. We would be happy to sink the 
most modern and formidable weapons in the 
ocean. But if our partners in negotiations do 
not wish to agree to jointly sink the weapons, 
then, naturally, we, toc, need these weapons. 
We know that peace and security cannot be 
begged for the peoples from aggressors by 
preaching love and tolerance. To war threats 
we have to answer by strengthening the de- 
fense of our country—we do not have any 
other alternative. 

All this shows clearly that it is the policy 
of the Western powers—NATO members—that 
is the source of international tension and arms 
race. To care for peace and for prevention of 
nuclear war means that the efforts of the 
governments of all peace-loving countries as 
well as the efforts of the peoples should be 
aimed at making the Western powers stop 
saber-rattling and reach an agreement to put 
an end to the vestiges of World War II. This 
is the only reasonable way leading to peace 
and security. The Soviet Union as before will 
spare no effort to achieve this noble goal. 

As the Soviet Government already explained, 
the way to solution of the question of cessation 
of nuclear tests is to be found in a solution of 
the problem of general and complete disar- 
mament. In this case the question of cessation 
of nuclear tests and of non-use of nuclear 
weapons would be solved once and for all. To 
put an end to nuclear weapon tests, to the 
arms race, it is necessary to achieve without 
any delay a solution of the problem of general 
and complete disarmament. 

The Soviet Government has repeatedly de- 
clared that it is ready to sign a treaty on 
general and complete disarmament under the 
most strict international control. We- are 
ready to do so right now. 

I would like to express my hope that the 
peoples of our countries will join their efforts 
in the struggle for a speediest solution of the 


To a Certain Reader 
and to a Few Others 


Dear Reader, 

I cannot forgive you for causing the biggest 
quarrel I ever had with my wife. In your 
letter you accused me of being “‘too far to the 
left.” Before you wrote me, I never bothered 
much about where the Left meets the Right. 
I just indulged in my own thinking without 
knowing in advance where my thoughts might 
not take me. Your letter has changed all that. 
It made me aware that I must define the Left, 
so as to know from what thinking to abstain. 

I must now admit that the problem is not 
as entirely new to me as I implied a few 
sentences ago. I was frustrated by it even as 
a child. I could not differentiate between left 
and right. I did not have any such difficulty 
with east, west, south and north, which I could 
find with the compass. 

I remember that once as I was leaving my 
childhood home with my mother, I said that 
our house was to the left. She agreed, and I 
was proud of my intelligence. When we re- 
turned, fishing for another compliment, I said 
to my mother: “Mommy, the house is to the 
left.” She corrected me. It was to the right. 
This utterly confused me. ‘But, Mommy, the 
house was to the left, wasn’t it?’ I protested. 
She agreed, but still insisted that now the 
house was to the right. This made no sense 
at all to me. I felt humiliated and dumb. I 
was distrustful of the acrobatics of a house 
that could jump from left to right. In re- 
trospect, I realize that I developed what psy- 
chologists call a “mental block” against the 
left-right relationship. 

Yesterday, when I received your letter and 
it informed me that I was on the left, I im- 
pulsively decided to resolve my life’s dilemma 
once and for all. “Darling,” I said to my 
wife, facing her, “which is right, and which 
is left?’’ I envied the instinctive swiftness of 
her response. “Here is right,” she said point- 
ing, ‘‘and there is left.” ‘‘Are you sure?” I 
asked tenderly, and when she nodded, I 
added: “Don’t pull my leg, darling. You can’t 
tell me that right is there — it is here.” I 
pointed in the opposite direction. 

A few “darlings” later, our discussion was 
less friendly. It was an impassioned argument. 
Words like “imbecile” and ‘‘ignoramus” were 
flying east-west in accordance with our geo- 
graphic position of the moment. Before long, 
I had to put up with my wife’s tears. Sobbing, 
she accused me of a long chain of offenses — 
similar, she assured me, to my ignorance of 
right and left. She drew analogies between 
this mental handicap and my “proverbial” 
(so she said) stinginess. That I did not buy 
her the dress she wanted “so badly’ had 
something to do with it as well. 

This morning, when I awoke, I made an 
attempt to appease my wife. ‘Darling,’ I 
said with all the charm I could muster, “if 
your right-left theory is correct, then I am not 
in my bed and you are not in yours. I am 
there and you are here. Or putting it differ- 
ently, you are me and I am you.” That last 
phrase might have made a good song lyric; 
but the notion that I had turned into a woman 





problem of general and complete disarmament, 
for complete and unconditional ban on nuclear 
weapons, for delivering mankind from the 
threat of another world war. 
Sincerely, 
N. KHRUSHCHEV - 
Chairman of the Council 
of Ministers of the USSR 


(oh, yes, I saw a woman in that other bed and 
I knew that it must be me who was there!), 
and that my wife had turned into a man, had 
me dumbfounded. “Left is left,’ said my 
wife sleepily, ‘“‘and right is right, and never 
the twain shall meet. And you can make your 
own breakfast!” 

This frustration, however, was no greater 
than that which I have experienced in my 
determination to adopt true American think- 
ing. I learned that there was only one Ameri- 
can President whose Americanism was so 
generally trusted that the people elected him 
for office four times. I thought such a man 
should be quite an expert on Americanism; 
and I made all his thoughts my own. Then 
however, along came a glorious U.S. general 
and a California grocer who uncovered the 
clay feet of my idol. Like the little boy and 
the naked king, they revealed my expert as 
nothing but a shrewd impostor who in actuality 
represented “twenty years of treason.’ 

My admiration for the papa-general and the 
grocery boy who were such iconoclasts as to 
expose a traitor in a four-term American Presi- 
dent was boundless. I quickly turned against 
the ‘“‘leftist’? betrayer of the nation; and 
learned my new lessons in “‘American” thought 
from the new arbiters. It did not take long, 
however, before a Massachusetts industrialist 
straightened me out. It appears that my new 
mentors too were leftist traitors. 

Thanks to these birchings, I have finally 
perceived the pattern. It seems that anyone 
with the gift of uncovering leftist traitors winds 
up by being uncovered himself. Something 
like the infamous Moscow Trials. What this 
has taught me is to abstain fearfully from 
anything that for the moment seems to be the 
American Right. Why should I join it when I 
know that in the future it will be unmasked 
as the treacherous left? If you follow my 
Ieze, dear Reader, you will appreciate that in 
erdcr not to wind up in the left camp one 
must definitely alienate himself from what is 
for the moment reputed to be the right... 

There may well be an additional reason to 
fear the right. Again I go back to my child- 
hood days. While I have never learned to 
differentiate between right and left, I did learn 
to tell my right hand from my left . I could tell 
them apart because of the superior strength 
of my right hand. I became extremely suspi- 
cious of it, because it had the potential to 
inflict so much more harm than the weaker 
hand. Ever since, I have known that my 
right hand may reach out for certain things 
just because it has the physical strength to 
enforce its wish. You might discover that this 
is true not only about my right hand, but 
about many people on the right. 

In consideration of the ordeals I have re- 
counted, I just let my mind spin widely in any 
direction it chooses. Amazing as this may 
sound to you, I don’t stop it even when it spins 
leftward. I am consoled by the fact that this 
is not going to part us forever. For you can 
be quite sure that however far to the right you 
will steer your mind, someone will always be 
around to equate the two of us as being ‘“‘too 
far to the left.” So we are bound to meet 
again. If you can keep up with all those 
directional signals, do me just one favor: let 
me know the date and hour when it died, your 
independence that is. Just so I can light a 
candle in its memory, since you yourself must 
have forgotten to attend its funeral. 

The-One-Too-F ar-to-the-Left 
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What Is the Alternative? 


People like clear, direct and unequivocal 
answers to the questions which worry them. 
They like to embrace social postulates with 
the same degree of self-confidence as that 
with which they merely discern the problems. 
One likes to be assured that the solutions he 
endorses are as positively correct as his 
awareness that something needs changing or 
solving. Yet, any such balance can exist only 
at the expense of pertinence itself. For while 
the discernment of a problem is empiric, all 
social postulates are by definition hypothetical. 
The recognition of a problem derives from 
fact; the social recommendation from con- 
jecture. The two cannot provide the same 
assurance of correctness. 


However, there hardly exists a clear dis- 
tinction or demarcation line between the dis- 
cernment of a problem and the discernment of 
a solution. They are one and the same thing. 
The full recognition of a problem necessarily 
incorporates the discernment of the solution. 
Only when the discernment is incomplete, or 
totally or partly mistaken, is the solution not 
inherent. This truism, however, must include 
the recognition that not every problem at 
every period can be solved. 


The role of the social critic is all too often 
underestimated as “negative,” tolerable only 
if it is “balanced” by the “positive.” Yet 
such a “negative” application of the mind 
is a contribution to the fuller discernment of 
the problem, leading to the answer. Solutions 
must therefore be sought not in a catalogue 
of recipes but in ever more complete registra- 
tion and analysis of symptoms. 


IMPERTINENT OVERARTICULATION 

The search for recipes instead of a thorough 
analysis of the American reality is often re- 
sponsible for the complex ideological systems 
embraced by many groups seeking alterna- 
tives. Their ideologies are often intricate and 
detailed logical structures that lack pertinence. 
The American Socialist of one branch is alien- 
ated from a Socialist of another splinter 
merely because of differences in the details of 
their respective utopias. Collective versus co- 
operative ownership of means of production, 
for instance, may split people into two factions 
— as though they had already reached a stage 
at which the choice must, or even can, be 
made. Such impertinent theoretical details 
constitute the dividing line between people who 
reject the perpetuation of the status quo. 

Once these abstract divisions find their 
separate organizational frameworks, they often 
become irreconcilable; enough ground for 
argument is created to negate cooperation on 
matters that should but do not unite the vari- 
ous opposition factions. 

These splits are the result of doctrinaire 
loyalty to theories that grew out of situations 
utterly different from those which prevail in 
America. They follow unassimilated ideologi- 
cal imports not only from other countries but 
also from other times. They reflect an over- 
articulation stemming from abstract thinking. 

If we disregard such artificial ideological 
superstructures, it becomes obvious that all 
alternative groups in America do share a 
meaningful social platform. What they want 


*For a more thorough discussion of the state’s responsi- 
bility for man’s employment opportunity see “The Right to 
Work,” in the June, 1960 TMO. 

** For a more thorough discussion of the socio-economic 
function of the armaments policy see ‘‘Military Budget and 
Status Quo,” in the March, 1961 TMO. 


in common constitutes a body of reforms which 
can bring about basic and radical changes in 
American life. 

When we thus approach the search for alter- 
natives, we quickly discover that whatever the 
ideological premise of the various dissenters, 
they do agree on the fundamental proposition 
that the American state apparatus should be 
converted so as to serve the interests of the 
American people rather than the interests of a 
powerful business elite. 

At first glance, this may sound all too general 
to constitute a blueprint of social reform. An 
examination of the theories and anaylses of 
virtually all alternative groups, however, re- 
veals that in effect they all believe that the 
American state apparatus is essentially no 
more than an aggregate continental Chamber 
of Commerce and Association of Manufactur- 
ers. 

This discernment provides an extremely 
meaningful premise for social reform. The 
proposition of converting the American federal 
and state institutions into nationa! instruments 
is in itself quite revolutionary. It necessitates 
the most comprehensive reforms in every walk 
of life, and a legislature that would attempt to 
bring this about would indeed have its hands 
full. 


A NATION OR A COMPANY TOWN? 

It is America’s tragedy that powerful in- 
terests are preventing it from becoming a 
nation. The territorial sovereignty we have is 
not necessarily a national sovereignty. College 


-campuses in many lands are granted territorial 


autonomy. The Vatican has territorial sover- 
eignty without constituting a nation. When an 
aggregate of business enterprises gains terri- 
torial sov¢reignty, it not only does not create a 
nation, but may be vitally interested in prevent- 
ing the emergence of a nation. It bespeaks this 
void that the very word “national’’ has in 
America a mere territorial connotation. It is 
synonymous with ‘‘country-wide,” and deprived 
of the cultural connotation it possesses the 
world over. 

In the economic domain, the interests of the 
business elite are misrepresented as the in- 
terests of the people who live in America. 
While this charge has been leveled by Marxists 
against every capitalist country, it is only in 
America that the link between the business 
elite and the state apparatus is total, allowing 
of virtually no other influences. 

Politically, the state apparatus is involved 
in the preservation of the business elite’s in- 
terests as if they were the interests of a 
whole nation. Without accepting this view 
one cannot possibly project any logic into 
American domestic and foreign policies. 

The substitution of the interests of the busi- 
ness elite for a national policy is evident not 
only in the economic and political spheres. It 
is equally plain culturally. The small minority 
who stole the American continent had also to 
steal the American soul. They are vitally 
interested in preventing the evolvement of a 
national American culture. Instead of a na- 
tional culture we therefore have a surrogate 
which amounts to no more than the activities 
of the cultural department of a multiple busi- 
ness enterprise. 

All this is to say, and admittedly in general 
terms only, that America, rather than being a 
nation, is one huge, continent-wide multi- 
company town. The American people do not 
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bear the guilt for this social underdevelopment; 
they are its victims. 

Not every group of dissenters would sub- 
scribe to such an extreme definition, but most 
of them advocate reforms entirely consistent 
with it. Here lies a significant basis of co- 
operation among various groups, whatever 
their ideological and doctrinaire differences. 


CAPITALISM VS. USUROPIA 


The challenges are so elementary that there 
is hardly a case for schismatic particulariza- 
tion. One could go so far as to contend that 
a bone fide and sincere advocate of laissez- 
faire capitalism in America and a bona fide 
Marxist have a long way to tread together. In 
spite of their doctrinaire differences, they 
should have no difficulty in sharing a signifi- 
cant social program of change. This is so 
because the economic system that prevails in 
America is as remote from classical capitalism 
as capitalism is from socialism. To attain a 
“benevolent” capitalist system in America 
would be almost as much of a social leap for- 
ward as for a capitalist system to move in the 
direction of socialism. 


Such phenomena as the successful marketing 
of products at a markup of thousands of per- 
cent, as revealed by the Kefauver Committee, 
are by definition impossible in a laissez-faire 
economy. Kefauver’s revelations by no means 
exhaust the inner contradictions of our system. 
No economist could reconcile economic phe- 
nomena in today’s America with anything 
taught by Quesnay, Turgot, Adam Smith, Say, 
Dunoyer, Bastiat, Ricardo, McCulloch and 
other theoreticians of laissez-faire. The word 
“capitalist”? when applied to the American 
economy is so insufficient as almost to consti- 
tute a misnomer. A term like USUROPIA 
comes much closer to doing it justice. A 
sincere believer in the free enterprise system 
could be expected to oppose Usuropia as strong- 
ly as any Marxist. The legislative activities 
of Senator Kefauver, for example, express a 
man who seeks to reconvert Usuropia into a 
“healthy” capitalist system. 


THE ALTERNATIVE 


The concrete measures needed to bring about 
even such “limited” reforms constitute such a 
grave challenge that there is hardly any 
pertinence in advocating at this moment still 
more extreme changes. The introduction of a 
progressive system of taxation and state as- 
sumption of the responsibility for man’s oppor- 
tunity to be gainfully employed* are measures 
on which all progressive circles in America 
have no difficulty in agreeing. 

If we add to this a policy of disarmament as 
an integral part of the American Alternative, 
then the social, economic, political and cultural 
implications of the advocated reforms become 
not less comprehensive, at least in relative 
scope, than the purpose for which Marx and 
Engels wrote their Communist Manifesto. 
Indeed, what would emerge from these re- 
forms can constitute a manifesto of a genuine 
democracy — not a mere euphemism flaunted 
by special and unscrupulous interests. 

Disarmament as far as America is con- 
cerned is hardly a political issue. Rather 
it is a socio-economic issue**. The arma- 
ments policy is primarily a mechanism of sup- 
plying fiscal injections into the American 
economy, without which the economic system 
could not be preserved. But it is also the only 
channel of fiscal injections that does not pro- 
duce a socio-economic equalitarian trend in 
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“All of Kennedy’s speeches show efforts to 
relate events to the logical-discoursive think- 
ing of man. The American President has a 
cold, pragmatic head, and he gets advice from 
men who consider only facts which they dis- 
sect as if with a surgeon’s knife. It is that 
much more aggravating when these efforts 
suddenly result in apocalyptic and prophetic 
elements, which emerge from that very cold- 
ness of logic itself. For what else is it but 
apocalyptic vision when the American Presi- 
dent so-soberly announces that the next eight 
to ten months may decide the fate of men for 
the next ten thousand years?” 


Oct. 28 —Hans Zehrer 


DIEKOMMENDEN 


“Tt has become obvious to everyone that the 
political leaders of West Germany, and pri- 
marily Chancellor Adenauer, withheld from 
the Germans the consequences which today 
shape tomorrow’s political reality. These con- 
sequences have been obvious to alert ob- 
servers for years; they suggested themselves 
in any sober and illusion-free analysis of the 





realities. 


HOW OTHERS VIEW IT 


“It is symptomatic that, in these weeks and 
months, during which the policies preached up 
to now have collapsed and have been exposed 
as an illusion, no other conclusion was drawn 
in West Germany than to put again at the 
helm of state the same octegenarian repre- 
sentative who proved so imperceptive of 
facts. And, is it not tragic that Bonn’s recom- 
mendation for coping with the present situa- 
tion is, basically, nothing but the same old 
recipe that has been adhered to for years and 
which, instead of applying one’s own think- 
ing to the roots of the problem, attempts to 
defend the status quo with force borrowed 
from allies?’ 


Oct. 25 —F. Herbert Hillringhaus 


MANCHESTER GUARDIAN 


WEEKLY 

“For years the status quo in Berlin has been 
becoming less and less defensible. If we delay 
much longer there will be nothing left to 
negotiate about, and the agreement we sign 
will indeed be a second Munich. 

“That, of course, is Mr. Krushchev’s grand 
objective. From his point of view the longer 
those ostriches in Washington, London, Paris, 
and Bonn keep their heads in the sand, the 
more inanely they will blink when they are 
finally forced to pull them out and face the 
facts in the pitiless noonday of reality.” 

Oct. 26 —R. H. S. Crossman, M.P. 





New Statesman 


“The 26 Soviet Siberian tests have demon- 
strably raised the strontium levels; but the 
huge U.S. Pacific tests, to which they were a 
response, had in the short term a far more 
direct effect on human health. It is too easily 
forgotten that U.S. megaton tests in 1954 
rained hot ash on the crew of the Japanese 
fishing-boat Lucky Dragon, all of whom were 
gravely affected and one of whom died. The 
1,824 pages of the Research into the Effects 
and Influences of the Nuclear Bomb Test Ex- 
plosions—all of them American—read like 
the evidence at a murder trial. 


“The record of the British government is 
equally contemptible, compounded of half- 
truths, evasions and now an odious Pharisee- 
ism. 


“When Britain herself was testing, the gov- 
ernment went to grotesque lengths to prove 
that no health hazards would ensue. When 
France began testing in the atmosphere, in 
contemptuous defiance of the moratorium, not 
one syllable of condemnation was uttered by 
Mr. Macmillan. But now that it is Russia’s 
turn to stand in the dock, Mr. Watkinson, se- 
lected by his boss for the role of Uriah Heep, 
rolls his eyes in indignation and talks pite- 
ously of unborn babes and sucklings.” 

Oct. 27 An editorial 





America. Any constructive channel of fiscal 
injections of the scope of our military outlays 
would necessarily reduce the various areas of 
shortages upon which usury, and especially a 
system of usury, is predicated. If we applied 
to the housing problem in America a small 
portion of the funds we devote to arms, the 
housing problem would disappear in short 
order. With it would disappear the usurious 
land and rent speculation and the domain of 
Usuropia would be narrowed down. The same 
would happen in area after area benefiting by 
funds and energies diverted from armaments. 
In order to prevent such a “calamity,” our 
business elite needs armaments. They are the 
only fiscal assistance to the economy that does 
not upset its usurious interests. International 
tensions and conflicts are no more than a 
“justification” and consequence of these basic 
interests. 

One who is used to deal in terms of ‘“‘ide- 
ologies” may find it very inadequate to advo- 
cate ‘‘no more’’ than tax reform, employment- 
guarantee, and disarmament. If, however, he 
will think through all the social, economic and 
cultural consequences of reforms in these three 
areas, he will have to appreciate that their 
scope is wide and challenging enough to reach 
the very roots of the American system. The 
chances are that in actual social substance 
this triple reform easily encompasses the true 
heart of his complex (and divisionist) doctrine 
or Weltanschauung. 

Without analytical overcomplexity and ide- 
ological verbiage, the American Alternative can 
emerge as the uniting factor of virtually all 
American dissenters. It offers itself much less 
for stigmatization than do complex theories 
that can hardly be understood by broad masses 
of people. As far as appeal to the populace 
is concerned, “Tax reform! Employment 


guarantee! Disarmament!’ is equipped with 
that directness which once turned ‘“‘A chicken 
in every pot!” into a history-making slogan. 






Cheers of the Year — 1961 


The readers of The Minority of One will have an opportunity of expressing their recogni- 
tion of individuals and groups who, in 1961, have rendered exemplary service to peace and/or 
the application of truth, sincerity and integrity to public life in America. 


The nominations listed below have been entered by readers. There are two classes of 
awards — the Senior Class and the Junior Class. Each reader may cast two votes for each of 
the two classes. A discrepancy of ten or less votes between the candidates will be considered 
a tie, in which case all the tied candidates will be given the token of recognition — an appro- 
priately dedicated bound volume of the 1961 issues of TMO. 


The readers are requested to mail us a postcard specifying their choices not later than 


December 10, 1961. 


THE NOMINEES FOR THE “CHEERS OF 
THE YEAR — 1961,’”” SENIOR CLASS, ARE: 
Price Chatham, A Freedom Rider who re- 

fused food in the Parchman, Miss. peni- 
tentiary for 27 days in protest against 
segregation. 


The Congress of Racial Equality, the group 
primarily responsible for organizing Free- 
dom Rides to end segregation on buses 
and in terminals. 


Bill Henry, jailed for boarding a Polaris 
submarine in protest against armaments, 
he refused food for 3 months in protest 
against inhuman prison conditions. Dur- 
ing that period he was force-fed. 


Scott Herrick, Bradford Lyttle and A. J. 
Muste, officers of the Committee for 
Nonviolent Action, chiefly responsible for 
the ‘San Francisco-Moscow”’ Peace Walk. 


Bertrand Russell. The readers who entered 
Lord Russell’s nomination expressed an 
appreciation that the ‘‘Cheers of the Year’ 
are intended for Americans. They felt, 
however, that an exception should be 
made in this case, because Lord Russell’s 
peace activities were a significant source 
of inspiration to peace-dedicated people 
in the U.S. 


THE NOMINEES FOR THE “CHEERS OF 
THE YEAR — 1961,’’ JUNIOR CLASS, ARE: 
Allan Hoffman, 19, after serving a 60-day jail 

sentence for protesting against Civil De- 
fense, he launched a press campaign to 
alert public opinion to the inhuman con- 
ditions that prevail in prisons. 


David Rich, 19, Mardy Rich 18, and Barton 
Stone, 20, who participated in the entire 
San Francisco-Moscow Peace Walk. 
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HE COULD NOT SAY IT IN HIS 
OWN NEWSPAPER 


I work for the worst rag in. . . (State), a newspaper in 
a chain owned by . . . I have written quite a few letters to 
several newspapers. In them I have praised the personal 
morality of certain di ged “Ban the Bomb” 
movements, charged the press with unfair news reporting and 
declared myself a holder of many other ‘‘un-American”’ at- 
titudes. Fortunately or unfortunately, many of my letters were 
printed. I know that my publisher-employer has read my 
letters and that he is greatly disturbed by them. He talked 
about it with my immediate superior and asked him to 
persuade me to stop writing such letters to editors. When I 
refused, my pay was cut rather severely. 

How does one cope with an insidious, narrow-minded, self- 
righteous prostitute like that? ‘‘Quit,’’ you say. Not hardly. 
I have a pregnant wife and a college education to pay for. I 
have to stay in college if I am to beat the draft (a vow I 
have made when I was fourteen). 

In a world where free speech is suppressed by those who 
hold the purse-strings, where freedom of the press is exer- 
cised by so few and misused by so many, where the right 
to assemble is attacked by phoney patriote—in such a 
world it is no wonder that people do not declare themselves 
in accordance with their own personal conscience. 

I envy you, M. S. Arnoni. I really do. Perhaps one day I 
will be able to fully declare myself, but until then I can 
only support you and others like you. Good luck. 

(This correspondent has not requested imity. Neverthe- 
less, using our own judgment, we have omitted from his 
letter his name and other identifying details.) 


* * * 
“FOR AN AMERICAN ALTERNATIVE” 

I wonder whether you considered the possibility of running 
the article “For an American Alternative” (July, 1961 TMO) 
in a future issue so that those wishing to acquaint their 
friends with the magazine through that article, might be able 
to do so along with more current matters than appear in the 
July, 1961 issue. Or, what about a reprint of that article 
to be enclosed to any particular month’s issue that one may 
care to send? 

My husband caught an inconsistency in your subtitle. 
“Dedicated to the elimination of all thought restrictions 
except for the truth’’ implies that the truth is also a thought 
restriction—but one that you chose not to eliminate. Despite 
having called this to your attention, it does not seem worth 
any great amount of your time to correct. 

As a matter of fact, I did not quite comprehend the extent 
of the task you have undertaken until I received a letter 
from you without even a secretary as a go-between. It was 
then that I began to p d what a job means. 
Perhaps some dedicated local housewife would be able to 
relieve you at least of the correspondence and paper-shuffling 
aspect of your work. 

In regard to Dr. Dodd’s suggestion (October, 1961 TMO) 
of compiling some of your articles into a book, I find myself 
of the opinion that this is a good way to entomb some good 
thoughts among an already dusty case of volumes. I certainly 
appreciate the intent of the suggestion, but feel that wider 
circulation would result if you reprinted some of these 
articles from time to time in TM 

Northridge, Calif. 


* * * 
A FEAR TO PRAISE AND A “BUT” 

One is fearful of praising too much, but your successes 
with issue after issue of TMO are so consistent that it can- 
not be rightfully avoided. The October, 1961 issue was 
especially brilliant—one that every thinking person should 
have. It is indeed a guide—a handbook on how to think 
straight and see through the brainwashing propaganda tech- 
niques which are used by both right and left. 

Oroville, Calif. 


DR. NATHAN’S RESERVATION 


I found your leading editorial in the October issue, en- 
titled ‘“‘Soviet Guilt versus American ‘Innocence,’’’ very 
unsatisfactory. 

You do not offer any real proof that ‘ultimately, the onus 
for the resumed nuclear race falls on the Government of the 
United States.’’ You indicaie two reasons for your assertion, 
both of which are invalid: not only the United States but 
also the Soviet Union was preparing new tests while both of 
them continued negotiating in Geneva. To say that the 
U.S. alone was responsible for the failure of the Geneva 
negotiations is likewise unsubstantiated. Even if these two 
assertions were valid, they would neither explain nor excuse 
the resumption of tests by the Soviet Union. 

I have always doubted that the Geneva negotiations would be 
successful—unless testing of bombs were to become technical- 
ly y and obsol As long as war and armaments 
continue to be legitimate institutions in the world, scientists 
and engineers will invent ever “better and more effective” 
bombs, which the military of both sides will insist must be 
tested sooner or later. To burden one of the two powers 
with the sole responsibility is historically incorrect; the 
struggle against war, to be successful, must be based on a 
valid analysis of the historical forces at work. 

New York, N. Y. Orto NatHan 

(Editor’s Note: Some of the thoughts Dr. Nathan ascribes 
to us are not ours. We stated: “*...the Soviet Union and 
the United States were involved in a peculiar race-in-re- 
verse, each trying to maneuver the other side into being the 
first to resume nuclear testing.”” We also agree with Dr. 
Nathan that nothing excuses the resumption of tests by the 
Soviet Union. We so stated in the quoted article, in which 
we defined this Soviet act as a crime against humanity. We 
do, however, believe that the U.S. Government bears the 
major responsibility for the prevailing arms race and the 
reasons of this belief have beea repeatedly stated in the 
many articles that appeared on this subject in TMO.) 

* ’ 


THE OCTOBER ISSUE 


There are several articles in your October issue which 
should be more widely read by our law makers, and I may 
decide to mail marked copies to our Senators and the Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. This goes for ‘“The 
Legitimate Activities of Free Men”? by F. J. Jaeger, “‘Times 
for Greatness’’—in fact, most of the articles are very note- 
worthy. The question is, how do you make them read it? 

Santa Monica, Calif. Samus Sioan, Att’y 
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(Mas. R. L.) Jean Gasser 


Paoto Grisco 





READERS’ LETTERS 


HAS HE TRULY READ OUR PAST ISSUES? 

Bravo! Bravo! Bravo! 

You did it! You did it! You did it! 

You actually criticized Soviet Russia. I never thought I 
would live to see it. You dared to say that Soviet nuclear 
testing was a crime against humanity. To think that I read 
it, not in Time magazine, not in the Scrips-Howard papers, 
but in TMO. I was going to suggest that TMO change its 
name to “The Soviet Viewpoint” but luckily I read your 
October issue first. 

However, you seem to treat the Soviets as a peace-loving 
government that has gone astray and here I take exception 
with you. Russia’s nuclear testing is a brutal act of a war- 
like government. A government guided not by ethics, not by 
realism, not by Marxism, not by Leninism, but by lunacy. 

A few days ago, the U.N. asked Russia not to explode the 
50-megaton bomb. This was like asking Al Capone not to 
take “‘protection” money. The present-day Hitler who rules 
Russia cares nothing about world opinion. As I write this 
letter, the radio announces that the Soviets tested two more 
bombs since setting off their 50-megaton monstrosity. I 
imagine that by the time you receive this letter they will 
have tested more; and by the time you print this letter (if 
you print this letter) they will have tested still more. 

I suggest, therefore, that you reevaluate your good opinion 
of the Soviet Union. Criticize our Government if you like. 
This is your privilege and in some cases even your duty. But 
for God’s sake take into consideration the brutal gangster- 
government that the United States must deal with! 

Millington, Tenn. IsnazL Siev 


* 
“IF WAR COMES” 


The October and November issues of TMO have maintained 
the excellent standard of the publication. ‘‘The Other Side 
of the German Refugee Problem” was enlightening. Linus 
Pauling is to be congratulated on his courageous ‘The 
Synonyms: Peace and Life,” especially for dealing with the 
distortions of patriotism. 

i read with very great interest your “Jf War Comes”? and 
Berryman and Speeth’s, “‘Is Controlled War Still Possible?’ 
It seems to me, however, that “‘a mere ideological change in 
regime in Russia and China” would be considered thc most 
significant achievement of a war. This would be especially 
attractive to beleaguered capitalism if it is convinced that it 
cannot compete successfully with the Communist planned and 
non-profit economies. Russia, on the other hand, might be 
tempted to essay the destruction of the West since she is 
quite independent of Western resources and external custom- 
ers, and feels ever th d pitali 

I must also question the suggestion that the assasination of 
Adenauer might save peace. Aside from purely ethical 
consideration, others of like mind are ready to take his 
place. Above all, it seems to me that such an assasination 
would be attributed to Russian design and thereby increase 
the pressure for war with Russia. 

Your description of the world after war is a stark and 
realistic warning. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 


* 

“I WANTED WAR” 

I have always felt the same as you expressed in “‘] Wanted 
War’? (October, 1961 TMO). If people only understood, they 
would chayge their attitudes which in effect accommodate 
war. Yet it is the leaders and not the people who are to 
be blamed. 

Kiel, Wis. 


+ *® * 
DISSENTS ON HERMAN KAHN 

After reading my first issue of TMO and hearing a talk 
you gave at the Quaker meeting house in Cambridge, I was 
favorably impressed by the apparent objectivity of your pre- 
pared speech and your own contributions in TMO. (I use the 
word “app ”* only b my knowledge of facts of the 
situations you covered does not suffice for making a self- 
assured judgment.) In my limited experience, you were the 
first advocate of an anti-war position who did not resort to 
tidicule in emphasizing his points. 

The only article of the October, 1961 TMO which I found 
disappointing was ‘Herman Kahn and the New Nihilism,”’ by 
William James Hall. I agree with the two main propositions of 
the author: that scientists (as well as others) are responsible 
for the social consequences of their work; and that we must 
not allow a Doomsday Machine to be built. I think however 
that any reader of Mr. Kahn’s book, “On Thermonuclear 
War,”’ will realize that the section on the Doomsday Machine 
is a reductio ad absurdum, designed to show the futility of 
a “‘massive retaliation” policy. It is not suggested that we 
build a Doomsday Machine. 

Cambridge, Mass. 


* * 





Rosert S. CAMBURN 
. * 


N. Kiemme 





Rosert Benrcer 
* * 


7 
THE SOPHISTICATES OF TRIVIA 

Seemingly, the Americans I observe cannot comprehend the 
brink of the abyss. Even the plation of app hing 
my neighbors with your “For an Arserican Alternative’ would 
be utterly bewildering and, of course, completely misunder- 
stood. At one time I felt that my fellow American had some 
native intelligence. Now I find in him the very intransigence 
that he attributes to the Soviets. He is politically naive, 
reads assiduously the sports page and other trivia. Ask him 
about his or his childrens’ salvation in this nuclear age and 
he will launch forth into a discourse on deterrents, negotia- 
tions from strength and the “blessings” of fallout shelters. 
Isn’t he insane? Or do I have to die because of his insanity? 

I for one plead for alternatives. Perhaps there is a pos- 
sibility of reaching my fellow American’s mind. I will support 
your efforts to the best of my ability. Hence the enclosed 
contribution. 

Mill Valley, Calif. 


” 
A DIRECTORY OF 
ANTI-AUTHORITARIAN GROUPS 

I am interested in compiling a dircetory of groups 
working for non-authoritarian goals. This would include the 
fields of physical and mental health, religion, philosophy, 
education, ics and g I would appreciate 
names and addresses along with reasons why they should 
be included in such a list. A preliminary listing is available 
under the title ‘“‘The Green Revolution” from Mildred Loomis, 
School of Living, Brookville, Ohio. 

Brookville, Ohio 





M. J. Janorr 
ee 





Mitprep Loomis 


e THE MINORITY OF ONE 


EXTRAORDINARY .. . 


I have never read anything as interesting, truth-seeking anj 
courageous as TMO. The problems you choose to cover are 
the true problems of our time. You may be proud of pub. 
lishing such a magazine. TMO is one of the most extraordi. 
nary and wonderful publications I have ever read. 

Sheboygen, Wisc. Mrs. Donatp E. Tanx 


* * 
A PERTINENT WISH 
Allow me to congratulate you warmly on your outstanding 
publication and to wish you an ever increasing distribution 
with each number. 
Miami, Fla. 


“« 


FELix DE La Torre 
* 


* * 
“ONLY BY CHANCE...” 


It was only by chance that my eye caught the provocative 
title of your magazine at a tand. I was collecting week- 
end reading—mostly foreign papers—to see what people out- 
side our country were saying about the big bomb blasi by 
the U.S.S.R. Your publication is the gem of them all. 

Every article in your issue was most pertinent. I also read 
with much interest all the letters from readers. If someone 
could explain to Mrs. Jelliffe (October, 1961 TMO) that the 
rich are rich only because there are poor and that the rich 
need the poor like the air they breathe, she may ‘‘progress” 
even more. The horrors she describes are the logical, evil 
effects of “‘Our Way of Life.”” At the risk of seeming unkind 
—where has she been all these years? 

Philadelphia, Pa. 





Estuer Ever 
- « 


JOINING THE FRIENDS 


I have been purchasing TMO for several months now and 
after reading ‘‘Soviet Guilt vs. American ‘Innocence.’” jn 
the October issue, I have decided to join my minister, Rey, 
Stephen H. Fritch and my friend, Prof. Linus Pauling 
as a Friend of The Minority of One. Most Important though, 
I want to help TMO get new ‘‘Friends’’ and subscribers. 

Inglewood, Calif. Ernest M. Prasune 





* * 


* 
FROM THE EDITOR’S DESK 


Mr. Werner Kappler, a young German war resister, is seek. 
ing a pen-pal in the U.S. He speaks French, Spanish and 
English and is active in youth work. His address is: Stern. 
strasse 109, Ludwigshafen am Rhein 4, West Germany. 

* * * 


STATEMENT REQUIRED BY THE ACT 
OF AUGUST 24, 1912, 


as amended by the Acts of March 3, 1933, July 2, 1946 and 
June 11, 1960 (74 Stat. 208) showing the hip, manage- 
ment, and circulation of The Minority of One, published 
monthly at Passaic, N. J. for the year 1961. 

1. The names and add of the publisher, editor, man- 
aging editor, and business managers are: Publisher: The 
Minority of One, Inc., 77 Pennington Ave., Passaic, N. J.; 
Editor, M. S. Arnoni, 77 Pennington Ave., Passaic N. J. 

2. The owner is: (If owned by a corporation, its name 
and address must be stated and also i diately th d 
the names and addresses of stockholders owning or holding 1 
percent or more of total amount of stock. If not owned by 
a corporation, the names and addresses of the individual 
owners must be given. If owned by a partnership or other 
unincorporated firm, its name and address, as well as that 
of each individual member, must be given.) M. S. Arnoni, 
77 Pennington Ave., Passaic, N. J. 

3. The known bondholders, mortgagees, and other security 
holders owning or holding 1 percent or more of total amount 
of bonds, mortgages, or other securities are: None. 

4. Paragraphs 2 and 3 include, in cases where the stock- 
holder or security holder appears upon the books of the 
company as trustee or in any other fiduciary relation, the 
name of the person or corporation for whom such trustee is 
acting; also the statements in the two paragraphs show the 
affiant’s full knowledge and belief as to the circumstances 
and conditions under which stockholders and security holders 
who do not appear upon the books of the company as 
trustees, hold stock and securities in a capacity other than 
that of a bona fide owner. 

5. The average number of copies of each issue of this 
publication sold or distributed, through the mails or other- 
wise, to paid subscribers during the 12 months preceding the 
date shown above was: (This information is required by the 
act of June 11, 1960 to be included in all st. regard- 
less of frequency of issue.) 8,227. 














M. S. ARNONI 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
29th day of September, 1961. 
SHIRLEY WEISSMAN, Notary Public of New Jersey. 
(My commission expires Jan. 12, 1966.) 


* * * 
THE PUBLISHERS OF THIS ISSUE 


The following individuals have made it possible through 
membership fees in The Friends of The Minority of One, 
P hip and sporadic d i gift subscriptions and bulk 
purchases of copies, received during October 1961, for us 
to continue publication: 

Mr. and Mrs. H. C. Benedict—$508, Dr. Robert H. Ellis— 
$200, Dr. and Mrs. Walton B. Geiger—$125, Harvey Furgatch 
—$100, Dr. Stuart Kabnick—$100, L. K.—$100, R. C.—$95, 
Dr. and Mrs. Stewart M. Jones—$75, Bernice L. McCollum— 
$55, Clifford H. Naysmith—$30, James Iden Smith—$30, 
Paul Wilkinson—$30, L. W.—$29, Mrs. Jean K. Glasser—$25, 
Dr. David Margolis—$20, Rosamond P. Taylor—$20, Jeanne 
M. Givler—$16, Mr. and Mrs. John W. Mettam—$16, James W. 
Gilles—$15, Eugene Lipshultz—$15, Sheridan D. Speeth—$15, 
Dr. Gabriel A. Alvarez—$10, Roy Benton—$10, Annemarie 
Bergman—$10, Fred F. Botts—$10, Mrs. A. Henry Cuneo— 
$10, Robert Grossman—$10, M. L.—$10, Lee and Ann Peery— 
$10, Joan Raines—$10, Mr. and Mrs. Edward S. Resnick—$10, 
Albert A. Sanders, Esq.—$10, Roxie Wood—$10, Don de 
Koven—$8, Edmund C. Berkeley—$5, Dorothy M. Bishop—$5, 
Roy E. Coupal—$5, Clara De Miha—$5, Henry R. Diskant—$5, 
Mrs. Mary Eubanks—$5, E. E. Garlits—$5, Mrs. Hannah 
Green—$5, Paolo Grieco—$5, Porter Groff—$5, Elmer K. 
Hansen—$5, Mrs. Arthur Helin—$5, Raymond Hutton— 
$5, Selwyn Jones—$5, Mrs. Arvin E. Klemme—$5, Ida 
C. Knapp—$5, Alta Powers—$5, Irvin Prushan—$5, Selig 
Schulman—$5, F. R. Scott—$5, J. S.—$5, Dr. Ernest B. 
Zeisler—$5, H. Bassow—$4, William James Hall—$4, Howard 
Kornblum—$4, Mrs. John T. Mickes—$4, Donald L. Rice—$4, 
Philip W. Smith—$4, Emma G. Sterne—$4, Lulu W. Draper— 
$3, Mr. and Mrs. John G. Frost—$3, Roger Schneier—$3, 
George V. Riley—$2.50, I. G. C.—$2, Manuel Machado—2. 
Saul Schindler—$2, Carl S. Tobie—2, Paul Ihrig—$1, Richard 
Sexton—$1, Wilson Peale Taylor—$l, and G. L.—$0.50. 








[ 


If 
some 
Jo 
sional 
E 
A 
A 15 
rental 
Arnor 
and te 
0 
c0-w0 
large. 
0 
where 
of TN 
envel 
0 
1 thro 
includ 
A’ 
munit 






ng and 
er are 
f pub. 
raordi- 


Tank 


‘anding 
ibution 


Torre 


ocative 


0 read 
meone 
hat the 
he rich 
bgress” 
il, evil 
unkind 


R Eyer 


yw and 
rr 
: in 
r, Rev. 
Pauling 
though, 
Ts. 

TASHNE 


8 seek. 


sh and § 


Stern. 


146 and 
nanage- 
blished 


r, Man- 
r: The 
N. J.; 
J. 


s name § 


reunder 
Iding 1 
ned by 
lividual 


r other § 


as that 
Arnoni, 


security 


amount 


. stock. 


of the J 


on, the 
ustee is 
iow the 
stances 
holders 
any as 
er than 


of this § 
- other. § 


ling the 
by the 
Tregard- 


.RNONI 


sey. 


JE 

through 
of One, 
nd bulk 
for us 


Ellis— 
‘urgatch 
‘ollum— 
th—$30, 
er—$25, 


Jeanne § 


ames W. 
th—-$15, 
nemarie 
Cuneo— 
Peery— 
ck—$10, 
Don de 
hop—$5, 
ant—$5, 

Hannah 





If You Would Like 
to Help Us... 


If you would like to help us to continue this publication, here are 
some of the ways in which you can do it: 


Join the Friends of The Minority of One; make monthly or occa- 























| sional contributions to our publication fund. 








Enter gift subscriptions for your friends and for libraries. 


Arrange TMO introduction parties, at your home church or club. 
A 15-minute, 16mm. sound film is available for this purpose at $10 
rental. Its participants are: Dr. and Mrs. Linus Pauling, Mrs. M. S. 
Arnoni and your editor. The film is devoted to the problem of peace 
and to the genesis and goals of TMO. 


Order back copies in bulk and distribute them to your friends, 
co-workers, club and church members and to your community at 
large. Such copies are available at the nominal charge of $15 per 100. 


Order copies of an introductory TMO flyer and distribute them 
wherever you can. This 6-page flyer reviews the genesis and purposes 
of TMO and is intended to solicit new subscribers. Copies, with 
envelopes and business reply envelopes, are available at $6 per 100. 


Order bound volumes of TMO issues. One volume includes issues 
1 through 13; the other, issues 14 through 25 (Jan.-Dec., 1961). Each, 
including index, is available at $10. 


Arrange for a public address by the TMO editor in your com- 
munity. 
If, however, you do not want The Minority of One to continue, the 


surest way to see it extinguished is to ignore all these suggestions. 
So take sides, please. 






















































































































































































MEMBERSHIP CATEGORIES IN THE 
FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE 


Life Friends contributing $1,000 




















Sponsoring Friends oo $ 500 
Sustaining Friends i $ 250 
Supporting Friends ” $ 100 






Contributing Friends $10-99 per year 








—-————— —-— — — — — + — — —- — — — — — — - -—- -- SUBSCRIPTION FORM 
C1 ENCLOSED IS MY CONTRIBUTION OF 6................ TO YOUR PUBLICATION FUND. 









THE MINORITY OF ONE, INC. 
P.O. Box 544 
Passaic, N. J. 


0 ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION FOR 










0 1 year—$5.00 (In Canada $5.25) 1. NAME .............-..--- 

0 2 years—$9.00 (In Canada $9.50) “« & No... 
0 SEND ME A BOUND VOLUME ; 

OF 1961 TMO — $10. City ...... 





The Friends of the Minority of One 





Statement of Purpose 


Man’s eternal quest for ever more rewarding and social experiences 
of living is challenged by the prevailing danger of still another war. 
Posing the greatest physical peril to the human species in its entire 
history, another world war would bring final defeat to man’s ambition 
to evolve a high spiritual, intellectual and social content. Without such 
a content the phenomenon of living would be void of purpose and 
justification. 

Anti-war sentiments are as old as war itself. Their failure, up to 
now, to eliminate war dramatizes how serious and ominous are the 
obstacles in the path of those who see no task greater than the pre- 
vention of war. If we are to succeed, where other generations have 
failed, we must master the ability of unbiased thinking about the issues 
that divide mankind; we must reject nationalistic prejudice and ration- 
alizations that perpetuate two antagonistic camps of nations, each self- 
righteously indentifying the other as the villain. Honest self-criticism, 
unadulterated by national favoritism, is therefore a national virtue on 
which world peace itself may hinge. The individual’s part in this is to 
assert himself intellectually, socially and politically. Unless he rejects 
the hypnotic influences of a totalitarian mass psychology, he renders 
himself incapable of acting for the preservation of peace. 

The sole and ultimate purpose of all the activities of THE 
FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will be to contribute to the 
preservation of peace everywhere. The activities of THE FRIENDS 
OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will address themselves to social 
problems directly or ultimately weighing in the balance of war and 
peace. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE, as a foundation, 
has no specific political message and no loyalty other than peace and 
all that serves peace, specifically including independence of thought. 
You and I are the minorities of one if only we do not fear our 
thoughts. Our thoughts may collide, or they may coincide or com- 
plement each other, but even then let us each remain a minority of one. 

True to this tenet, neither membership in nor activities on behalf 
of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will indicate an 
explicit or implicit endorsement of individual views expressed in any 
publications the foundation might sponsor. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will sponsor the 
magazine The Minority of One and such publishing and public activ- 
ities as will serve the preservation of peace. The editor of The Min- 
ority of One, M. S. Arnoni, will retain full editorial independence. 

For these lofty goals we call on men and women everywhere to 
join the ranks of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE and 
to support sincerely our efforts on behalf of peace. 


Prof. Daniel M. Berman Dr. Stuart Kabnick 
‘Bishop Clarence E. Duffy, D.D. Ava Helen Pauling 
W. H. Ferry Prof. Linus Pauling 
Rev. Stephen H. Fritchman Prof. Ernest B. Zeisler 







(1 ALSO ENTER GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS AT THE RATE OF $4.00 PER YEAR FOR: 
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Scouting for Trouble 


depend totally on American policy. They also 
depend on the Soviet response to it. With the 
growing internal rifts among the Communist 
powers, President Kennedy’s advisors envis- 
age the possibility of a further softening down 
of the Soviet Berlin policy. If this comes to 
pass, American militancy would be pounding 
on an empty bag. It would lose its justification. 
Berlin would no longer be supplying a pretext 
for the Government’s armaments subsidy to 
the American economy. The mere prospect of 
the waning of international tension is quite 
disturbing to a regime which discovered that 
Eisenhower’s sporadic armaments subsidies 
can be turned into a 365-day-a-year policy. 
To prepare for the disturbing contingency, 
to ensure the carrying on an armaments policy 
as the backbone of American prosperity, 
President Kennedy has started dispatching his 
scouts to various parts of the world in search 


(Continued from page 1) 


of never-exhaustible pretexts to raise the 
international temperature and to keep us 
“armed for peace and war.” 

General Maxwell Taylor was dispatched to 
Vietnam on such a scouting mission. What- 
ever the official language that defined his 
duties, there is no question but that he was to 
determine whether it would be militarily 
prudent for the United States to violate the 
Geneva agreements openly. Whether Gen. 
Taylor finds South Vietnam afflicted by a 
domestic revolutionary movement or _in- 
filtrated by an external Communist force de- 
pends least of all on facts. The factual part 
of his report to President Kennedy depends on 
the projective conclusion desired. Taylor’s 
mission in itself constitutes, in spirit if not in 
letter, a violation of the Geneva agreements. 
It amounts to an American usurpation of that 
discretion which was vested in the Inter- 
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national Supervisory Commission of Canada 
India and Poland. - 

If Gen. Taylor thinks it militarily prudent 
for the United States to engage herself directly 
in military operations in Vietnam, there is no 
doubt that his report will ‘‘establish” “‘ingis. 
putable evidence” of outside Communist inter. 
ference. In such a case, American intervep. 
tion would never announce itself as an initia] 
breach of the Geneva agreements. These 
would be declared dead by virtue of alleged 
transgressions by Communist Vietminh. ff 
however Gen. Taylor finds that it would be 
too risky to involve American troops in such 
a remote corner of the world, the “factual” 
part of his report might well stress that while 
there were gross breaches of: the Geneva 
agreements by the Vietminh, unequivocal 
evidence is inadequate. Gen. Taylor was sent 
to submit one of these two kinds of reports, 
and no other. 

His discretion however was limited. His 
mission was one of military evaluation; not 
one of political evaluation. It may well depend 
on Taylor whether the next spot of inter. 
national tension will be Vietnam, but it does 
not depend on Taylor whether there will be 
a next spot of international tension, especially 
if Berlin should lose its tension-creating value. 
On the international scene there is no shortage 
of problems which can be brought to the boil- 
ing point virtually overnight. And Gen. 
Taylor is not the only one scouting for them. 

Since the Berlin issue bears so directly on 
German rearmament, and especially on the 
nuclear arming of Germany, it is not an ideal 
pretext for continued nursing of international 
tension. However great our allies’ support, 
when it comes to the rearming of Germany, 
they share the Soviets’ many apprehensions; 
and their official pronouncements do not al- 
ways faithfully reflect positions taken behind 
the closed doors of diplomatic consultations. 

To substitute a Vietnam crisis for the Berlin 
crisis will not necessarily alleviate the appre. 
hensions of some of America’s allies. Their 
depiction of the revolutionary struggle against 
the Ngo Dinh Diem regime of underworld rule 
has for a long time been more realistic and 
truthful than that of the American press and 
diplomats. In addition, American military 
intervention of a decisive scope would be 
undertaken against obvious logistic disad- 
vantages. 

While these factors make it by no means 
certain that the next shock to humanity will 
come from Vietnam, we can “rely” on Presi- 
dent Kennedy to keep his word of July 25th 
that we will be “(involved) in a long struggle 
. .. for a great many years...” 

In this self-produced struggle there is no 
innocent side, nor one which pursues moral 
ends. The two main world powers could not 
be involved in a more reckless and brutal race. 
In Berlin, American officials apply all their 
imagination to provoking the Russians. Else 
where, the Soviets explode superbombs, the 
effect of which is not only a threat but actual 
human damage. In this callousness to human- 
ity, we match them by shooting copper needles 
into space, against the advice of most of those 
who understand the possible effects. 

That such confrontation of two brutes is a 
performance desired by our national leaders 
is shown by their scouting for a consistent 
sequel even before the last act of a current 
drama is played out. In the meantime, 
humanity is endangered in two ways: the en- 
thusiastic scouting for trouble may culminate 
in physical destruction; or, the mere pursuit 
of trouble will abrogate man’s sanity to the 
point of turning him into an unenviable bio- 
logical phenomenon. We are close to either of 
the two stages. 

October 29, 1961. 














